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The U.S. agency that pays the government’s electric bills and is the largest 
consumer of energy in the nation’s capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a 
multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it provides a better deal for 
U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed 
merger of D.C.-based Pepco and Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon 
fails a key test: to treat large energy users -  like the federal government -  
fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at the expense of 
federal taxpayers and, therefore, “should be found not to be in the public 
interest” unless changes are made, the agency said in the filings reviewed by 
The Washington Post.

The GSA’s decision, made in an “initial brief” filing, is not a formal statement 
of opposition. But it surprised opponents of the proposed $6.4 billion deal, 
which would create the largest electric utility holding company in the country.

“We’re super-excited. I did not see it coming,” said Anya Schoolman, who has 
helped lead an energetic but poorly funded group of environmentalists and 
clean-energy advocates against the merger. Schoolman said the GSA filing 
puts the city’s largest electric customer squarely against key parts of the 
agreement and raises a new question about whether the D.C. Public Service 
Commission could reject parts of the plan or modify it.

“Exelon has been saying it’s all or nothing, take it or leave it,” she said of the 
compromise negotiated by Mayor Muriel E. Bowser’s office. “So we’re going to 
advocate for leaving it.”

The GSA’s decision represents a reversal of what the agency has said its role is 
in evaluating the merger. In interviews, GSA officials had said the merger 
evaluation period is not the time for the agency to make a stand on fighting 
disproportionate rates for commercial customers. But the filing Wednesday 
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takes a different tack, saying that commercial ratepayers should be 
compensated for the merger to go through.

An email to two GSA representatives Thursday morning asking for an 
explanation of the decision was returned late Thursday. In that email, a 
spokesman declined to comment on the record, only saying the terms of the 
Setttlement Agreement are not in the public interest and that GSA neither 
supports or opposes the merger.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin said the administration negotiated a good 
deal for the whole city.

“Through months of negotiations and engagement of many interested parties, 
the administration was able to reach a settlement that best serves residents 
and business owners with a $78 million investment in affordability, reliability 
and sustainability,” he said. “The application is now in the hands of the 
independent Public Service Commission who will ultimately approve or reject 
the merger.”

Because of the timing, the impact of the government’s reversal was not 
immediately clear. Often late filings carry little or no weight. The GSA declined 
to file comments for or against the merger before a deadline to make the 
federal government’s position part of the legal record in the regulatory case. 
And early this month, the GSA excused itself from its role in cross-examining 
the two companies in hearings before the Public Service Commission. A 
decision from the PSC is expected early next year.

Representatives from Pepco and Exelon, in a joint statement, maintained that 
the merger was good for all parties involved: “All customers, including the 
GSA, will benefit from merger commitments now before the commission 
including improvements in service reliability, investment in sustainability and 
the economy of the District, and synergy savings that will go back to customers 
through rates that are lower than they would be absent the merger.”

The GSA’s move complicates a mega-merger that has already become mired in 
accusations of pay-to-play politics in the District. After approvals in other 
states, the PSC initially rejected the merger in August.

But Exelon and Pepco lobbied nonprofit organizations across the city to 
publicly support the merger, saying millions in philanthropic donations would 
be dependent on the merger going through. Exelon has since mounted a major 
public relations campaign to build support, including hiring the head of a 
political action committee that backed Bowser to lobby her administration on 
the merger. The hiring of the lobbyist and former head of FreshPAC, Earl 
“Chico” Harkin, was first reported by WAMU-FM.

For that and other reasons, the merger has become a thorny issue for Bowser 
(D). After the merger was initially rejected, she put herself at the center of the 
deal, directing City Administrator Rashad Young and administration attorney 
Mark Tuohey to privately negotiate a package of about $70 million in 
concessions from the companies. That included short-term rate relief for 
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Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 13:44:53 -0500
From:

  

 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:19 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry, please see below from WaPo. We plan to respond with the following information and are looking 
for your guidance on our representation of the post-hearing brief.

Aaron, on background, this is not a reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, 
we planned to continue to represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that 
discussion, we noted that we would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate 
settlement case on microgrids, and also advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in 
the public interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and 
merger, we would argue for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. GSA has not taken a 
position on the merger itself, as that is simply the structure of the utility organization. Instead, we have 
been and continue to be concerned about the terms provided by any utility organization.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter:
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On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 

Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is 
true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack 
of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from 
hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 
agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 
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That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are 
facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources 
it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a 
generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 
savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 



[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 
mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 
GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__gsablogs.gsa.gov_gsablog_2015_12_03_gsa-2Dremains-2Dconcerned-2Dwith-2Dpotential-2Dimpact-2Dto-2Du-2Ds-2Dtaxpayers-2Dof-2Dpepco-2Dexelon-2Dmerger_&d=CwMFaQ&c=RAhzPLrCAq19eJdrcQiUVEwFYoMRqGDAXQ_puw5tYjg&r=F7uriWNaU9pImZtOqSJlMpcOzvDiplbhKNA9ab_9E1I&m=ZgiMyJjF8ftTFKMEOAzol-WqUCppGPKhRNg4f7NPCNI&s=m0RE423yXL7NhIbmo7cSEx03cQoqTuEWu_1MxTnnRG0&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__gsablogs.gsa.gov_gsablog_tag_gsa-2Dfeature&d=CwMFaQ&c=RAhzPLrCAq19eJdrcQiUVEwFYoMRqGDAXQ_puw5tYjg&r=F7uriWNaU9pImZtOqSJlMpcOzvDiplbhKNA9ab_9E1I&m=ZgiMyJjF8ftTFKMEOAzol-WqUCppGPKhRNg4f7NPCNI&s=gYSh8FpVRcNSudaj4hBpNWI74X7ah7-X-sDIUCZJNH8&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__gsablogs.gsa.gov_gsablog_tag_gsa-2Dfeature&d=CwMFaQ&c=RAhzPLrCAq19eJdrcQiUVEwFYoMRqGDAXQ_puw5tYjg&r=F7uriWNaU9pImZtOqSJlMpcOzvDiplbhKNA9ab_9E1I&m=ZgiMyJjF8ftTFKMEOAzol-WqUCppGPKhRNg4f7NPCNI&s=gYSh8FpVRcNSudaj4hBpNWI74X7ah7-X-sDIUCZJNH8&e=
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_katy.kale@gsa.gov_0

As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing 
rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that 
will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced 
and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider 
a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted 
that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 
consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed 
by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Subject: MEDIA 10/16
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:03:27 -0400
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>
Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  

Tania Mejia - ZBB <idania.mejia@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPG4SyF3KP0LAv2E8E7WEuiYdU0G0f3mZ71dhJpPwtyL5N9F4Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 164f126ea8bb64a9f72fe70cded69ed8

The WAPO story on FBI should be out tomorrow. 

l FCW covered the hackathon and the reporter, Zach Nobel, did an interview with David 
Shive. We are blogging about the event tonight and also tweeting about it today and 
Monday.

l The press release around the RFP on EIS went out today. We also amplified the release 
through social media.

l The Philly News reached out to the R3 PAO inquiring about the rental rate of 2970 Market 
Street. We are sending them the rental rate on background.

l Andy Medici at WBJ reached out about the motion we're planning to file with the DC Public 
Services Commission about the proposed Exelon/Pepco merger. We gave information on 
background.

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Re: MEDIA 10/16
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 18:02:07 -0400
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>
Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  

Tania Mejia - ZBB <idania.mejia@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-8629381462429622040@unknownmsgid>
MD5: c83a5b3fb94d727c853291818300d6c3

WAPO story on FBI http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/digger/wp/2015/10/16/the-fbis-
headquarters-is-falling-apart-why-is-it-so-hard-for-america-to-build-a-new-one/

On Oct 16, 2015, at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

l The WAPO story on FBI should be out tomorrow.

l FCW covered the hackathon and the reporter, Zach Nobel, did an interview with David 
Shive. We are blogging about the event tonight and also tweeting about it today and 
Monday.

l The press release around the RFP on EIS went out today. We also amplified the release 
through social media.

l The Philly News reached out to the R3 PAO inquiring about the rental rate of 2970 Market 
Street. We are sending them the rental rate on background.

l Andy Medici at WBJ reached out about the motion we're planning to file with the DC Public 
Services Commission about the proposed Exelon/Pepco merger. We gave information on 
background.

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   
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Subject: Re: MEDIA 10/16
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 18:21:37 -0400
From: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 

<brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Tania Mejia - 
ZBB <idania.mejia@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAEoXwaD3uOEAeSptHKYTaLZWPfQF9DKjD7tSU5=2-EfgbsjcoA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 21e36ff0c472fc6ff08f9936162f0761

Thank you. Have a great night.  

On Friday, October 16, 2015, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 
WAPO story on FBI http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/digger/wp/2015/10/16/the-fbis-
headquarters-is-falling-apart-why-is-it-so-hard-for-america-to-build-a-new-one/

 

On Oct 16, 2015, at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 

l The WAPO story on FBI should be out tomorrow.

l FCW covered the hackathon and the reporter, Zach Nobel, did an interview with David 
Shive. We are blogging about the event tonight and also tweeting about it today and 
Monday.

l The press release around the RFP on EIS went out today. We also amplified the release 
through social media.

l The Philly News reached out to the R3 PAO inquiring about the rental rate of 2970 Market 
Street. We are sending them the rental rate on background.

l Andy Medici at WBJ reached out about the motion we're planning to file with the DC Public 
Services Commission about the proposed Exelon/Pepco merger. We gave information on 
background.

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--
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Subject: Fwd: MEDIA 10/16
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 18:15:13 -0400
From: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
To: Denise Roth - A <denise.roth@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAEoXwaCkCoEZwaPP_yFwWfUFhwqcDNnZTu_MNZmNroMRuzQ3Yg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b00119d0f46ee5ea4e754e8c155a7099

Welcome back! 
COMMS update for the night.  

WAPO story on FBI http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/digger/wp/2015/10/16/the-fbis-headquarters-is-

falling-apart-why-is-it-so-hard-for-america-to-build-a-new-one/

See you guys tomorrow! 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> 
Date: Friday, October 16, 2015 
Subject: MEDIA 10/16 
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Tania 
Mejia - ZBB <idania.mejia@gsa.gov> 

l The WAPO story on FBI should be out tomorrow.

l FCW covered the hackathon and the reporter, Zach Nobel, did an interview with David 
Shive. We are blogging about the event tonight and also tweeting about it today and 
Monday.

l The press release around the RFP on EIS went out today. We also amplified the release 
through social media.

l The Philly News reached out to the R3 PAO inquiring about the rental rate of 2970 Market 
Street. We are sending them the rental rate on background.

l Andy Medici at WBJ reached out about the motion we're planning to file with the DC Public 
Services Commission about the proposed Exelon/Pepco merger. We gave information on 
background.

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  

--
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Subject: GSA Daily News Brief 12.3.15
Date: Thu, 03 Dec 2015 09:36:32 -0600
From: "GSA News Clips" <gsain@notify.gsa.gov>
To: katy.kale@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <17533394.1597@notify.gsa.gov>
MD5: df8a2e0f443545227535aa8b667e50bf

 

Today's Clips

l Policy: GSA drops out of key hearing on Pepco-Exelon merger (Washington Post)

l Policy: GSA backs out of D.C. Pepco-Exelon hearings (Washington Business Journal)

l Policy: Pepco And Exelon Overcome Another Hurdle To Their Merger (The DCist)

l Policy: New D.C. hearings on Pepco-Exelon merger begin (WTOP)

l Real Estate: JUDGE S RULING SAYS GSA EXCEEDED OWN SIZE LIMITS IN TSA AWARD 
(Alexandria Times)

l Real Estate: Fleas at federal courthouse force change of venue for two student events (SA 
Express)

l Acquisition: GSA offers telematics data sharing on fleet vehicles (FedTimes)

l IT/Technology: Analytics dashboard adds location, download data (GCN)

l IT/Technology: GSA.gov pivots site design for mobile users (GCN)

l Personnel: Kerber leaves GSA (FCW)

Policy: GSA drops out of key hearing on Pepco-Exelon merger (Washington Post)
The U.S. agency that pays the government s electric bills excused itself from its role in key hearings critiquing 
the Pepco-Exelon merger Wednesday, angering critics who had looked at the General Services Administration as 
the best hope to stop the deal.

Environmentalists and good-government groups have opposed the merger as bad for ratepayers and the 
environment. They saw the GSA and its deep bench of federal lawyers and technical experts as the only 
party remaining that had not supported the merger and also had the capabilities to effectively question the 
$6.4 billion merger.

Policy: GSA backs out of D.C. Pepco-Exelon hearings (Washington Business Journal)
The General Services Administration has backed down from its plans to take part in the new round of D.C. Public 
Service Commission hearings that began Wednesday on the proposed $6.8 billion merger between Pepco 
Holdings Inc.(NYSE: POM) and Exelon Corp. (NYSE: EXC).

Policy: Pepco And Exelon Overcome Another Hurdle To Their Merger (The DCist)
Pepco and Exelon have overcome one of their final hurdles in a bid to merge into the country's largest electric 
utility company.

According to the Washington Post, the General Services Administration will stop criticizing the deal 
following discussions with D.C. government officials who approve of the merger.

Policy: New D.C. hearings on Pepco-Exelon merger begin (WTOP)
The $6 billion merger would create one of the nation s largest energy utilities, marrying the Chicago-based 
Exelon Corporation with locally-owned Pepco Holdings.

The Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia has set aside two days of hearings to take 
testimony from supporters and opponents of the merger.

Pepco says the plan includes a number of new community benefits that make the deal beneficial to the 
region. Opponents, like Anya Schoolman, director of Community Power Network, questioned not only the 
benefits the merger would bring, but how the deal was worked out, citing the timing of a settlement 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_katy.kale@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 18:24:59 -0500
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
To: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Denise Roth - A 

<denise.roth@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AC <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Katy Kale - AC 
<katy.kale@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Kris Durmer - L 
<kris.durmer@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - 
PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>

Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CANmQ29HtRaTtG8B4Ky2iQn=C4ngpiK19nrGoDV0DbvhkRQD12g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2074d8f022fe69a521efa7aeed052376

Here's the blog that went out.  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:51 PM 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 Blog  below. Link  here. 

 

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon 

Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 
mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 
GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. 
As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing 
rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that 
will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced 
and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider 
a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement, GSA noted that “the 
proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 
consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed 
by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.) As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_katy.kale@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Fri, 4 Dec 2015 15:57:33 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>
Cc: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB 

<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Adam Neufeld - AD 
<adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>,  Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAMhUOJTE7AOLisKdxs8zb8DMs8a-Km9ojRYB9x9ZkmEXh9WUWw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 485b27edbdc763707a893f96ffd9a5cb

Kris and Barry, please see below. Can you let us know if you have any concerns with our proposed 
response? 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not 
written in response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written 
in response to the originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, 
another entity wrote a story today based on the original story from WaPo).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility 
merger." The original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted 
scrutiny in reversing their positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and 
"apparent willingness to go along now." This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of 
position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate 
in the hearings. This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about 
the shortened process for the Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable 
treatment of the federal community. As we note in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow 
us to properly consider and submit testimony.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM 
Subject: RE: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 

Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
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review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is 
true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack 
of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from 
hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 
agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are 
facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources 
it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a 
generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 
savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 
mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 
GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. 
As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing 
rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that 
will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced 
and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider 
a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted 
that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 
consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed 
by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Fri, 4 Dec 2015 16:36:48 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: denise.roth@gsa.gov
Cc: katy.kale@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <-2153089297062537922@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 3db4914e1ee110808d77cbbdf1026874

Denise, please see below. OGC has reviewed and approved our proposed response and Katy and I 
wanted to make sure you were aware as well. 

Sent from my iPhone 
Begin forwarded message: 

 

From:  
Date: December 4, 2015 at 4:13:41 PM EST 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Kris and I are both ok with your proposed response.

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 3:57 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kris and Barry, please see below. Can you let us know if you have any concerns with our proposed 
response?

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not 
written in response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written 
in response to the originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, 
another entity wrote a story today based on the original story from WaPo).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility 
merger." The original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted 
scrutiny in reversing their positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and 
"apparent willingness to go along now." This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of 
position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate 
in the hearings. This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about 
the shortened process for the Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable 
treatment of the federal community. As we note in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow 
us to properly consider and submit testimony.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM 
Subject: RE: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
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To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 

Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is 
true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack 
of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from 
hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 
agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are 
facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources 
it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a 
generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 
savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger
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Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 



[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 
mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 
GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. 
As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing 
rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that 
will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced 
and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider 
a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted 
that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 
consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed 
by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 12:19:29 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  

Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAMhUOJSp0e5iL0u=P=JBcUAcNfRStNzazLY2Wt=VEGuJJznK-g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1f2122709d2668fc22ad4e5f399ebb41

Barry, please see below from WaPo. We plan to respond with the following information and are looking 
for your guidance on our representation of the post-hearing brief. 
 

Aaron, on background, this is not a reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, 
we planned to continue to represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that 
discussion, we noted that we would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate 
settlement case on microgrids, and also advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in 
the public interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and 
merger, we would argue for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. GSA has not taken a 
position on the merger itself, as that is simply the structure of the utility organization. Instead, we have 
been and continue to be concerned about the terms provided by any utility organization.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
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This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 

Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is 
true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack 
of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from 
hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 
agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are 
facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources 
it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a 
generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 
savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron
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From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 



[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 
mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 
GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. 
As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing 
rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that 
will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced 
and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider 
a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted 
that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 
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consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed 
by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 12:50:42 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
Cc:   Kamara 

Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAMhUOJQQyf5x1pXxRuxfW5KEFNrxZjZgF-LL8Ztv2bG3+3=3fQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0dbb003164d7dc8e08f9e956623b360a

Thanks Katy. Specifics added. 

Aaron, on background, this is not a reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, we planned to 
continue to represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that discussion, we noted that we 
would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate settlement case on microgrids, and also 
advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in the public 
interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and merger, we would argue 
for changes to the two deficiencies we have identified: 1) that all ratepayers receive benefits, including nonresidential 
customers; and 2) that there should be a cap on the potential financial risk presented by the microgrid pilots. GSA has 
not taken a position on the merger itself, as that is simply the structure of the utility organization. Instead, we have 
been and continue to be concerned about the terms provided by any utility organization.

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov> wrote:

In the sentence below I think we need to identify the 2 terms in the settlement agreement - we don't have an issue 
with all the terms, just the 2 we mention in the brief. 

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in the public 
interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and merger, we would argue 

for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. 

 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:19 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry, please see below from WaPo. We plan to respond with the following information and are looking 
for your guidance on our representation of the post-hearing brief.

Aaron, on background, this is not a reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, 
we planned to continue to represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that 
discussion, we noted that we would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate 
settlement case on microgrids, and also advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in 
the public interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and 
merger, we would argue for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. GSA has not taken a 
position on the merger itself, as that is simply the structure of the utility organization. Instead, we have 
been and continue to be concerned about the terms provided by any utility organization.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
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Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 

Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)

(b) (6)

mailto:brett.prather@gsa.gov
mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov
http://www.washingtonpost.com/pb/aaron-davis
mailto:brett.prather@gsa.gov
mailto:aaron.davis@washpost.com
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_katy.kale@gsa.gov_0

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is 
true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack 
of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from 
hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 
agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are 
facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources 
it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a 
generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 
savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 
mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 
GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. 
As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing 
rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that 
will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced 
and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider 
a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted 
that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 
consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed 
by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
 

--
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Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 12:28:37 -0500
From: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>,  Kamara 

Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAEoXwaCJmKVqeV4fUcs4Kr9NayVT_QhHrL0sWh8EpcJ5Oj9XXQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 596d14b144fc418068af9dd9ecaf4b6e

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:19 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry, please see below from WaPo. We plan to respond with the following information and are looking 
for your guidance on our representation of the post-hearing brief.

Aaron, on background, this is not a reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, 
we planned to continue to represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that 
discussion, we noted that we would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate 
settlement case on microgrids, and also advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in 
the public interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and 
merger, we would argue for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. GSA has not taken a 
position on the merger itself, as that is simply the structure of the utility organization. Instead, we have 
been and continue to be concerned about the terms provided by any utility organization.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A
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Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 

Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is 
true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack 
of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from 
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hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 
agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are 
facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources 
it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a 
generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 
savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 



[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration
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Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 
mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 
GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. 
As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing 
rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that 
will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced 
and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider 
a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted 
that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 
consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed 
by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
 

--
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Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 12:54:27 -0500
From: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>,  Kamara 

Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKV1UjpkHgOS5vUq62FWN9mJeiyYUb9aHpz-LUpO9u+Zjdbc9g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7128bf63d13250866a72606bbfaf6e30

Spoke briefly with Barry.  He will send comments shortly when he's back from lunch. 
 

Kris

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:50 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:19 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry, please see below from WaPo. We plan to respond with the following information and are looking 
for your guidance on our representation of the post-hearing brief.

Aaron, on background, this is not a reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, 
we planned to continue to represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that 
discussion, we noted that we would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate 
settlement case on microgrids, and also advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in 
the public interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and 
merger, we would argue for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. GSA has not taken a 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)

mailto:brett.prather@gsa.gov
mailto:brett.prather@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_katy.kale@gsa.gov_0

position on the merger itself, as that is simply the structure of the utility organization. Instead, we have 
been and continue to be concerned about the terms provided by any utility organization.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 

Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
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mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is 
true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack 
of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from 
hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 
agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are 
facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources 
it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a 
generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 
savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 
mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 
GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. 
As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited 
process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing 
rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that 
will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced 
and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider 
a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted 
that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 
consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed 
by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 
consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
 

--
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Subject: Re: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015
Date: Wed, 30 Dec 2015 13:00:23 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
Cc:  Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Lisa 

Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+RNAdqUdBNEg67faG57obtSAp_LcaFkqGEXHschg-X2riJNzQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3d36f6349050aec3fbb9dfe1c44f816d

Hi Katy: 
 

We have been discussing this for some weeks now.  While the PEPCO-Exelon merger is in most respects 
a one-off event, the ground has been shifting on utility rate intervention cases.  Our folks have been 
preparing a white paper and we should be able to provide you with a pre-brief on Tuesday.

Regards,

Steve

On Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 12:46 PM, Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry, Tony and Steve, 

The meeting that the Administrator requested on Thursday on Pepco is to continue the discussion, while we are not up 
against a specific deadline, on what we are continuing to do to protect the Federal rate payer in this situation. 

Specifically, when/where are the places we can/should/shouldn't engage or weigh-in moving forward. 

I don't know if it exists, but if there is a timeline for past actions, and/or future opportunities that would be helpful 
prior to the meeting.  (examples - post-hearing briefs, DC government meetings...)

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Syretta Dyson - AC <syretta.dyson@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 10:39 AM 
Subject: Fwd: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015 
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov> 

Katy and Reggie,

Please see below.  I've received several out of office messages in response to my request for 
briefing materials.  I've copied alternative staff members, so I hope to received materials for 
Monday, January 4, 2015 by noon tomorrow.  If I have any issues attaining materials, I will 
reach out to you.

Thanks,

______________________________________________________ 
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Syretta E. Dyson 

Special Assistant to the Administrator, Office of the Administrator 

U.S. General Services Administration

Office Phone: 202-208-0104 
Cell Phone:  

Syretta.Dyson@gsa.gov

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Syretta Dyson - AC <syretta.dyson@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 10:36 AM 
Subject: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015 
To: Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, Kristi Irvin - B <kristen.irvin@gsa.gov>, Gerard Badorrek - B 
<gerard.badorrek@gsa.gov>, Emily Waechter - B <emily.waechter@gsa.gov>, Giancarlo Brizzi - M1 
<giancarlo.brizzi@gsa.gov>, Andrew McMahon - 9A <andrew.mcmahon@gsa.gov>, Kelly Paisley - ZC 
<kelly.paisley@gsa.gov>, Gita Stulberg - ZC <gita.stulberg@gsa.gov>, Antonia Harris - C 
<antonia.harris@gsa.gov>, Autumn Jones - C <autumn.jones@gsa.gov>, Andrei Chursov - AC 
<andrei.chursov@gsa.gov>, Jessica Hamilton - AC <jessica.hamilton@gsa.gov>, Michael Kerin - AC 
<michael.kerin@gsa.gov>, Marquis Liddell - P <marquis.liddell@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

Colleagues:

Listed below are the Administrator's meetings for next week that will require the preparation of 
briefing materials.  As always, all materials are DUE by 12:00 PM the day before the actual 
meeting takes place; however, materials for tomorrow are due noon today as a result of the 
Holiday.  Please send all materials directly to me.

MONDAY, JANUARY 4, 2015:(With the Holiday, all materials are due by Noon 
Tomorrow)

l 1:1 With Norm Dong (Greg Treml)

l Childcare Check-in with Denise (Kristi Irvin/Natalie Palugyai)

l Options for Future Benchmarking  (Andrew McMahon/GC)

l Trip Update:  Atlanta (OPE:  Kelly Paisely/Gita Stulberg)

TUESDAY, JANUARY 5, 2016:

l ACTION PLAN:  Strengthening Performance Management to Drive Outcomes (Natalie Palugyai/Autumn 
Jones) 

l Action Plan:  Optimized Workforce (Natalie Palugyai/Autumn Jones)

l Sustainability Update (Andrei Chursov/Kevin Kampschroer)
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 6, 2016:

l End of Year Taping (Daniel Kohns/COMMS)

l Five year Capital Plan: (Michael Kerin)

l PTT Restacking & Phase 2 Plans (Cynthia Metzler/Julie Eubank)

l GSA IT/Cyber Security (Note Prep for PMC Meeting)  (Lesley Briante/David Shive)

l FedScape Check-in (Tony Costa)

THURSDAY, JANUARY 7, 2016:

l Innovators Roundtable (agenda already received from Mat Stier)

l Pepco Merger Discussion (Barry Segal/Steve Sakach)

l Follow-up Discussion OCSIT bi-weekly check-in (Phaedra Chrousos/Andrew McMahon)

l FY15 Sustainability Performance (Andrie Chursov/Jessica Hamilton)

FRIDAY,JANUARY 8, 2016:

l PMC Meeting (David Shive/Lesley Briante)

l EC COMMS LAUNCH (Brett/Teressa)

l ASF Status Report (Emily Waechter)

Thanks,
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Subject: Fwd: Pepco Exelon Merger - DC PSC FC 1119
Date: Fri, 23 Oct 2015 14:58:04 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXFS=OGmZhiYjbVpiY4cOfeYc4RvmbMm0gERxbKGLyzkg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f4c9077813129869f0b603e2db817c5c

 

 

This Email message and any attachment may contain information that is proprietary, legally privileged, 
confidential and/or subject to copyright belonging to Pepco Holdings, Inc. or its affiliates ("PHI"). This 
Email is intended solely for the use of the person(s) to which it is addressed. If you are not an intended 
recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivery of this Email to the intended recipient(s), 
you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this Email is strictly 
prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please immediately notify the sender and 
permanently delete this Email and any copies. PHI policies expressly prohibit employees from making 
defamatory or offensive statements and infringing any copyright or any other legal right by Email 
communication. PHI will not accept any liability in respect of such communications. 
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Subject: Re: Pepco-Exelon Merger
Date: Wed, 21 Oct 2015 16:23:44 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Cc:   

Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWNnxmfJ9kRZOkvMw0v+tyiGy2J03DMrddi6TCL3465mw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e0b837466e0091fedcd7abd4185a2740

Hi Kamara,  for your reference we are sending the the FAR subpart 41.103 that provides background on 
GSA's authority to represent federal agencies in proceedings before state regulatory bodies. 
 

https://www.acquisition.gov/?q=browse/far/41/1&searchTerms=subpart%2041.1

41.103 Statutory and delegated authority.

(a) Statutory authority.
(1) The General Services Administration (GSA) is authorized by 40 U.S.C. 501 to prescribe policies and 
methods governing the acquisition and supply of utility services for Federal agencies. This authority 
includes related functions such as managing public utility services and representing Federal 
agencies in proceedings before Federal and state regulatory bodies. GSA is authorized by 40 U.S.C. 
501 to contract for utility services for periods not exceeding ten years.

http://uscode.regstoday.com/40USC_CHAPTER5.aspx#40USC501

(c) Representation. - For transportation and other public utility services used by executive 
agencies, the Administrator of General Services shall represent the agencies -

(1) in negotiations with carriers and other public utilities; and

(2) in proceedings involving carriers or other public utilities before federal and state 
regulatory bodies.

On Wed, Oct 21, 2015 at 2:58 PM, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> wrote:

You  are . Thank you. I'll reach out to Ken and the other guy today. 

 
 

 

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ken Cummins <kcummins007@capinq.com> 
Date: Wednesday, October 21, 2015 
Subject: Pepco-Exelon Merger 
To: John.Tobey@gsa.gov
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Mr. Tobey, 

 

Thank you for taking my call just now.  Sorry to interrupt your conference.  I 
would very much appreciate being referred to the right person within GSA to 
discuss your agency’s role in the DC Public Service Commission proceeding on the 
merger.  As I stated in my phone call, I am currently a freelance writer who 
previously worked as a reporter for The Washington Post, the Chicago Tribune’s 
Washington Bureau, Washingtonian magazine and Washington City Paper, 
among others.  I am currently writing for the Washingtonian, and am following 
the merger intimately to see if it develops into the kind of story that would fit the 
magazine’s format.  So I am not reporting on a regular basis but preparing an 
overall piece once the PSC acts.  

 

Again, thank you for your time and I hope to meet with you regarding this matter 
soon. 

 

Ken Cummins 

 

--

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
belonging to the sender which is legally privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Please do not forward this message without permission. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return e-mail and 
delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.  

--

Kamara Jones 

Press Secretary 

U.S. General Services Administration  

Office of Communications and Marketing 
General Services Administration | @usgsa | Facebook.com/GSA
kamara.jones@gsa.gov | @whokjones | Work Cell
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Subject: Re: Pepco-Exelon Merger
Date: Wed, 21 Oct 2015 14:58:44 -0400
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Cc: Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CANmQ29EE4wZDiM2Ne_Gs2qdQiurFuDrz8Rzy255nNzNTa5vaSg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2ba64c1983d1aa9f504621635e27b87d

You are. Thank you. I'll reach out to Ken and the other guy today.  

On Wed, Oct 21, 2015 at 2:54 PM, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Hi Kamara

I hope I am doing the right thing by continuing to refer media inquiries to you regarding GSA's filing last 
week.  I did not say anything to Mr. Cummings other than I had filed the motion, that OGC did not have 
anything to comment beyond what was in the motion, and that I would direct him to the appropriate 
point of contact, if he wanted.  As an aside, I think he wants to unfold some of the 
perceived shenanigans of the Exelon merger and he probably sees our filing as part of that.  

-------
From
Date: Wednesday, October 21, 2015 
Subject: Pepco-Exelon Merger 
To: John.Tobey@gsa.gov

Mr. Tobey, 

 

Thank you for taking my call just now.  Sorry to interrupt your conference.  I 
would very much appreciate being referred to the right person within GSA to 
discuss your agency’s role in the DC Public Service Commission proceeding on the 
merger.  As I stated in my phone call, I am currently a freelance writer who 
previously worked as a reporter for The Washington Post, the Chicago Tribune’s 
Washington Bureau, Washingtonian magazine and Washington City Paper, 
among others.  I am currently writing for the Washingtonian, and am following 
the merger intimately to see if it develops into the kind of story that would fit the 
magazine’s format.  So I am not reporting on a regular basis but preparing an 
overall piece once the PSC acts.  

 

Again, thank you for your time and I hope to meet with you regarding this matter 
soon. 

 

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
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Subject: Fwd: Pepco-Exelon Merger
Date: Wed, 21 Oct 2015 14:54:48 -0400
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Cc: Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKjXLg2EWthQ-mPyBedSH38FYy5PLOFcBPurHuZ7zbt+hvjzqw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 65de41111a5da0815441ad1a8f537191

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From:  
Date: Wednesday, October 21, 2015 
Subject: Pepco-Exelon Merger 
To: John.Tobey@gsa.gov

Mr. Tobey, 

 

Thank you for taking my call just now.  Sorry to interrupt your conference.  I 
would very much appreciate being referred to the right person within GSA to 
discuss your agency’s role in the DC Public Service Commission proceeding on the 
merger.  As I stated in my phone call, I am currently a freelance writer who 
previously worked as a reporter for The Washington Post, the Chicago Tribune’s 
Washington Bureau, Washingtonian magazine and Washington City Paper, 
among others.  I am currently writing for the Washingtonian, and am following 
the merger intimately to see if it develops into the kind of story that would fit the 
magazine’s format.  So I am not reporting on a regular basis but preparing an 
overall piece once the PSC acts.  

 

Again, thank you for your time and I hope to meet with you regarding this matter 
soon. 

 

 

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
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Subject: Re: DC PSC
Date: Mon, 19 Oct 2015 11:30:35 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: "Potter, Christopher" <cpotter@aoc.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0huOEH1M40txmyioFyTD6YU67ePox1_K0AXEOATexMUw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b73b9ddd0f00a368449713c3a0530820

Thank you. 
 

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 11:27 AM, Potter, Christopher <cpotter@aoc.gov> wrote:

Thanks Ken. 

Also, Jorge called me last week and mentioned an upcoming meeting on barriers to sustainable 
development. We should chat before that as well. 

Thanks,

- Chris

Christopher J. Potter

Director, Utilities and Power Plant Operations

Phone    202.226.3864

Fax         202.225.7308

Cell        

Architect of the Capitol

Capitol Power Plant

25 E Street, SE

Washington, DC 20003

www.aoc.gov 

On Oct 19, 2015, at 10:50 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Chris,

 
 

 
  

 
 

 

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Re: DC PSC
Date: Mon, 19 Oct 2015 11:11:28 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Potter, Christopher" <cpotter@aoc.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUvajsQ2+2ZnkeQ2XU9AdWi=U=Mbu51V7BJE=7tO-pGnw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a0c4d595c5510054c97f77876c42a76d

Chris,  as Ken mentioned  we filed a motion on Friday recommending that there should be appropriate 
time for all DC stakeholders to review the settlement filed by the companies in October 6 2015.   We are 
waiting for the commission's decision  to either reopen the case or set a new docket to review the new 
settlement proposal.  Are you available for a call today or tomorrow we can answer any questions you 
have, and you can decide if AOC wants to get involve.  Regards. Lariza
 

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 10:50 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Chris,

GSA did file on behalf of Federal executive agencies and while we do not oppose the merger per se, we 
do think the settlement should be thoroughly reviewed to determine if it is in the "public interest" 
broadly defined to include commercial customers.  AOC is one of the largest customers in DC along with 
GSA and I believe one of the DOD activities.  

 
 

 

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 10:24 AM, Potter, Christopher <cpotter@aoc.gov> wrote: 
Ken 
I heard GSA requested to review the Exelon merger. Are you involved? 
Should we participate? 
Aren't we (AOC) the single largest bill payer in DC? 

Thanks 
- Chris 

Christopher J. Potter 
Director, Utilities and Power Plant Operations 
Phone    202.226.3864
Fax         202.225.7308
Cell        

Architect of the Capitol 
Capitol Power Plant 
25 E Street, SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
www.aoc.gov
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Should we participate? 
Aren't we (AOC) the single largest bill payer in DC? 

Thanks 
- Chris 

Christopher J. Potter 
Director, Utilities and Power Plant Operations 
Phone    202.226.3864
Fax         202.225.7308
Cell        

Architect of the Capitol 
Capitol Power Plant 
25 E Street, SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
www.aoc.gov

<GSA Motion FC1119 Filed 10-16-15.pdf> 
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Subject: Re: No. 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:40:08 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUwet69VaFwcsPSLBu3g-Pfnqv=stHgG=L8oW2fZ9G_8Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: eed83c9574cfe7cf7abd525847adda23

kamara, also refer to the introduction on page 3.  lariza 
 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:36 PM, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks! I sent the attachment to the reporter san  the email chain. Told him to note the concluding 
paragraph on Page 8. Thanks again. 

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:32 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kamara,  we have officially file comments on behalf of GSA for FC 1119 .  See  below.  

regards

Lariza Sepulveda

Oct 16, 2015 at 5:30 PM 
Subject: Fwd: No. 1119 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

FYI, please see GSA's motion filed today before the DC Public Service Commission in Docket No 1119 
(Exelon/Pepco Merger)

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:26 PM 
Subject: No. 1119 
To: cdavis@psc.dc.gov, abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com, bgreene@greenehurlocker.com, 
brian.caldwell@dc.gov, carolyn@carolynelefant.com, charak@nclc.org,  
ffrancis@aoba-metro.org, jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com, kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com, 
ldaniels@opc-dc.gov, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  
nancy.white@squirepb.com, owein@nclc.org, randy.hayman@dcwater.com, RBeverly@psc.dc.gov, 
rlorenzo@loeb.com, BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov, vahern@psc.dc.gov, RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov, 
cberry@psc.dc.gov, Naza.Shelley@dc.gov, kdidigu@psc.dc.gov, msmith@psc.dc.gov

Attached please find GSA's Notice of Appearance of John S. Tobey and Opposition to Joint Parties' 
Motion to Reopen the Record for Docket No. 1119 before the DC Public Service Commission.  
--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
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Subject: Re: No. 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:46:20 -0400
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CANmQ29FPjuci+pW5m+tF8QbTA+_gMyyLFvoAYw+LR0g3ThG6qw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7815c221d31b9be00e4042bcc5bf29d0

No more questions on my end... Told the reporter to look at page 3 as well. The story should appear this 
evening or Monday at the latest.  

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:40 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

kamara, also refer to the introduction on page 3.  lariza

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:36 PM, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks! I sent the attachment to the reporter san  the email chain. Told him to note the concluding 
paragraph on Page 8. Thanks again. 

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:32 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kamara,  we have officially file comments on behalf of GSA for FC 1119 .  See  below.  

regards

Lariza Sepulveda

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:30 PM 
Subject: Fwd: No. 1119 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

FYI, please see GSA's motion filed today before the DC Public Service Commission in Docket No 1119 
(Exelon/Pepco Merger)

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:26 PM 
Subject: No. 1119 
To: cdavis@psc.dc.gov,  
brian.caldwell@dc.gov, carolyn@carolynelefant.com, charak@nclc.org,  
ffrancis@aoba-metro.org, jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com, kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com, 
ldaniels@opc-dc.gov, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  
n , owein@nclc.org, randy.hayman@dcwater.com, RBeverly@psc.dc.gov, 
rlorenzo@loeb.com, BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov, vahern@psc.dc.gov, RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov, 
cberry@psc.dc.gov, Naza.Shelley@dc.gov, kdidigu@psc.dc.gov, msmith@psc.dc.gov
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Attached please find GSA's Notice of Appearance of John S. Tobey and Opposition to Joint Parties' 
Motion to Reopen the Record for Docket No. 1119 before the DC Public Service Commission.  
--

 
 
 

  

--

 
 

delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.    

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Kamara Jones 
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Subject: Re: No. 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:47:44 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAC5dbiV8Zm0eBCoB9W2-bPAvHbMb_Y60Dz5zgOo7jA6TJ0FAMw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9a45fd5259b150a8a9437f30d892cea7

Thank you.  have a wonderful weekend. 
 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:46 PM, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> wrote:

No more questions on my end... Told the reporter to look a t page 3 a s well. The story should appear 
this evening or Monday a t the latest. 

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:40 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

kamara, also refer to the introduction on page 3.  lariza

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:36 PM, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks! I sent the attachment to the reporter san  the email chain. Told him to note the concluding 
paragraph on Page 8. Thanks again. 

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:32 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kamara,  we have officially file comments on behalf of GSA for FC 1119 .  See  below.  

regards

Lariza Sepulveda

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:30 PM 
Subject: Fwd: No. 1119 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

FYI, please see GSA's motion filed today before the DC Public Service Commission in Docket No 1119 
(Exelon/Pepco Merger)

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:26 PM 
Subject: No. 1119 
To: cdavis@psc.dc.gov, abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com, bgreene@greenehurlocker.com, 
brian.caldwell@dc.gov, carolyn@carolynelefant.com, charak@nclc.org,  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: No. 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:36:24 -0400
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CANmQ29GgfMTne30vnkrm8W-0TZ+oj6AhQzjDnaczsOECCSyEug@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4f06bcd4ed4702058a1461bc20d50dbc

Thanks! I sent the attachment to the reporter san the email chain. Told him to note the concluding 
paragraph on Page 8. Thanks again.  

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:32 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kamara,  we have officially file comments on behalf of GSA for FC 1119 .  See  below.  

regards

Lariza Sepulveda

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:30 PM 
Subject: Fwd: No. 1119 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

FYI, please see GSA's motion filed today before the DC Public Service Commission in Docket No 1119 
(Exelon/Pepco Merger)

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:26 PM 
Subject: No. 1119 
To: cdavis@psc.dc.gov, , 
brian.caldwell@dc.gov, , charak@nclc.org,  
ffrancis@aoba-metro.org,  
ldaniels@opc-dc.gov, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  

, owein@nclc.org, randy.hayman@dcwater.com, RBeverly@psc.dc.gov, 
, BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov, vahern@psc.dc.gov, RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov, 

cberry@psc.dc.gov, Naza.Shelley@dc.gov, kdidigu@psc.dc.gov, msmith@psc.dc.gov

Attached please find GSA's Notice of Appearance of John S. Tobey and Opposition to Joint Parties' 
Motion to Reopen the Record for Docket No. 1119 before the DC Public Service Commission.  
--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: DC PSC
Date: Mon, 19 Oct 2015 15:27:17 +0000
From: "Potter, Christopher" <cpotter@aoc.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <35499042-8878-45F0-A890-5B5553219954@aoc.gov>
MD5: ac0430ad146df8af13379f61a443cae0

Thanks Ken. I doubt we'll take any action but (if it's ok) I'd appreciate discussing your thoughts when 
you've finished your review.  

I heard about your review on WTOP this morning. 

Also, Jorge called me last week and mentioned an upcoming meeting on barriers to sustainable 
development. We should chat before that as well. 

Thanks,

- Chris

Christopher J. Potter

Director, Utilities and Power Plant Operations

Phone    202.226.3864

Fax         202.225.7308

Cell        

Architect of the Capitol

Capitol Power Plant

25 E Street, SE

Washington, DC 20003

www.aoc.gov 

On Oct 19, 2015, at 10:50 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Chris,

GSA did file on behalf of Federal executive agencies and while we do not oppose the merger per se, we 
do think the settlement should be thoroughly reviewed to determine if it is in the "public interest" 
broadly defined to include commercial customers.  AOC is one of the largest customers in DC along with 
GSA and I believe one of the DOD activities.  

 
 

 

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 10:24 AM, Potter, Christopher  <cpotter@aoc.gov> wrote: 
Ken 
I heard GSA requested to review the Exelon merger. Are you involved? 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

http://www.aoc.gov
mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
mailto:cpotter@aoc.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

 
 

 

 

 

   

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 4, 2015, at 11:09 AM, Linda Koman - PMAA <linda.koman@gsa.gov> wrote: 

FYI.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Kenneth Shutika - PMAA" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 4, 2015 10:35 AM 
Subject: Draft AW item 
To: "Linda Collins - PMAA" <lindal.collins@gsa.gov>, "Mark Ewing - PMAA" <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
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"Linda Koman - PMAA" <linda.koman@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA" 
<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: 

Language on areawides is included below.  Let me know what you think.

Ken

 

    

<FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Nov 4 2015.doc> 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft settlement write-up
Date: Sun, 25 Oct 2015 20:50:53 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <   Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Bcc: Debra Lattanzi Shutika <dshutika@gmu.edu>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0LtMRd1zkr3QWO-ooBP80YKJrJP2XJNteFRmeOQmX0Xw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: cd48ce59a6b402962f53aa533e15dca0
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015.docx 

Dennis and Lariza,  
 

Attached is a write-up I banged out tonight to send forward to management on why we should stay 
active in merger case.  It is rough but perhaps could form start of what we send forward.  Let me know 
what you think.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
(2020 329-1826 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: DC PSC
Date: Mon, 19 Oct 2015 10:50:05 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: "Potter, Christopher" <cpotter@aoc.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve333y9-yMczf3AXTvwvh_-YLUAjKFSzMhWaoF8ByTU4VQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 657b5bc15354d724aa01cbb0e38e0a46
Attachments: GSA Motion FC1119 Filed 10-16-15.pdf 

Chris, 
 

GSA did file on behalf of Federal executive agencies and while we do not oppose the merger per se, we 
do think the settlement should be thoroughly reviewed to determine if it is in the "public interest" 
broadly defined to include commercial customers.  AOC is one of the largest customers in DC along with 
GSA and I believe one of the DOD activities.  

I've attached our motion for review.  If AOC would like to get involved, let us know and we can 
coordinate with you.  We asked for a new case to review quickly the settlement.  If that is the case, 
then you could petition to intervene.  

How did you find out about our intervention?

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 10:24 AM, Potter, Christopher <cpotter@aoc.gov> wrote: 
Ken 
I heard GSA requested to review the Exelon merger. Are you involved? 
Should we participate? 
Aren't we (AOC) the single largest bill payer in DC? 

Thanks 
- Chris 

Christopher J. Potter 
Director, Utilities and Power Plant Operations 
Phone    202.226.3864
Fax         202.225.7308
Cell        

Architect of the Capitol 
Capitol Power Plant 
25 E Street, SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
www.aoc.gov
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: No. 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:32:14 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWg7Q3S-GkLXLNdPbR_+fjYYa7dzmaGtChk_1uaaK=RTg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e0a5d02a936e0d5c5bf4b524cfd65578
Attachments: GSA Motion FC1119 Filed 10-16-15.pdf 

Kamara,  we have officially file comments on behalf of GSA for FC 1119 .  See  below.  regards 

Lariza Sepulveda

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:30 PM 
Subject: Fwd: No. 1119 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

FYI, please see GSA's motion filed today before the DC Public Service Commission in Docket No 1119 
(Exelon/Pepco Merger)

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:26 PM 
Subject: No. 1119 
To: cdavis@psc.dc.gov, abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com, bgreene@greenehurlocker.com, 
brian.caldwell@dc.gov, carolyn@carolynelefant.com, charak@nclc.org,  
ffrancis@aoba-metro.org, jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com, kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com, 
ldaniels@opc-dc.gov, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  
nancy.white@squirepb.com, owein@nclc.org, randy.hayman@dcwater.com, RBeverly@psc.dc.gov, 
rlorenzo@loeb.com, BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov, vahern@psc.dc.gov, RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov, 
cberry@psc.dc.gov, Naza.Shelley@dc.gov, kdidigu@psc.dc.gov, msmith@psc.dc.gov

Attached please find GSA's Notice of Appearance of John S. Tobey and Opposition to Joint Parties' 
Motion to Reopen the Record for Docket No. 1119 before the DC Public Service Commission.  
--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
belonging to the sender which is legally privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Please do not forward this message without permission. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return e-mail and 
delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.   
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> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:  
>  
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account.  
>  
> Ken  
 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Notification: Discuss Pepco Exelon merger @ Mon Oct 5, 2015 4pm - 5pm 
(ken.shutika@gsa.gov)

Date: Mon, 05 Oct 2015 19:49:47 +0000
From: Google Calendar <calendar-notification@google.com>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <047d7b676f9cd06cb8052160d06d@google.com>
MD5: f00f91e805d42ebf91929c5bbb34824b

 

more details »

Discuss Pepco Exelon merger

I had to push it back to 4 to deal with another conflict that came up.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Vegas casinos fight to sidestep Nevada’s electricity monopoly
Date: Mon, 5 Oct 2015 13:13:22 -0600
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Diana Vaughan - 5P2M <diana.vaughan@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-6211114710853928102@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 3b25103861f9bb528adc6a172237a7f0

Yes. Please do not let my travel delay briefing Michael 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Oct 5, 2015, at 8:44 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Steve,

We are evaluating the PEPCO/City settlement proposal for PEPCO/Exelon merger.  We previously took 
a neutral stance on the merger since there were no issues of significant concern for Federal customers. 
The new settlement proposal raises issues of concern for us and there is a greater chance that it will be 
in our best interests to take a formal position on the merger as the Commission revisits the case.  

We will lay out the key issues and position options in the next day or so.  We meet with the City at 1:30 
p.m. and will meet with PEPCO at 4 p.m.  We will know more late today.  Are you OK if we discuss some 
of this with Michael Gelber as issues progress with you in Region?  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Mon, Oct 5, 2015 at 9:13 AM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks.  That is a rainy day project- no rush to complete. Just strikes me a better way to communicate 
the size and scope of some of these power purchasing agreements that will resonate with laymen (like 
me) better than KwH numbers.

On Mon, Oct 5, 2015 at 7:10 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Steve,

We can work up that kind of comparison.  Just need to get some comparable city numbers.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Mon, Oct 5, 2015 at 8:56 AM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

Interesting story.  I like the comparator of two casinos to the city of Key West.  Is there a similar size 
metric for our buy on key markets like DC? 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Updated Invitation: Townsend FOIA Meeting (Pepco-Exelon Merger)  @ Wed Jan 20, 
2016 11am - 12pm (ken.shutika@gsa.gov)

Date: Wed, 20 Jan 2016 16:03:18 +0000
From: Hyacinth Perrault - H1ABA <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov>
To: ken.shutika@gsa.gov, travis.lewis@gsa.gov, lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov,  

duane.fulton@gsa.gov, claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <001a1134a292e4e3710529c61f61@google.com>
MD5: 87c608a6ff9b0f728c30e024b6f3fc49
Attachments: invite.ics 

 

This event has been changed.

more details »

Townsend FOIA Meeting (Pepco-Exelon Merger) 

Meeting to discuss complexity of FOIA - specifically that several of the questions within the FOIA have sub-parts.

Discuss possibility of preparing the Request for Clarification concurrent with the 
production, since Townsend may just be satisfied with the items in the production and then 
be less motivated to clarify the other things.

When Wed Jan 20, 2016 11am – 12pm Eastern Time

Where Changed: 866-650-7197 (Passcode 3657284) 
(map)

Calendar ken.shutika@gsa.gov

Who
x2022;

hyacinth.perrault@gsa.g
ov - organizer

x2022; travis.lewis@gsa.gov
x2022; ken.shutika@gsa.gov

x2022;
lariza.sepulveda@gsa.go
v

x2022; duane.fulton@gsa.gov

x2022;
claire.l.odonnell@gsa.go
v

Going?   Yes - Maybe - No    more options »

Invitation from Google Calendar

You are receiving this email at the account ken.shutika@gsa.gov because you are subscribed 
for updated invitations on calendar ken.shutika@gsa.gov.

To stop receiving these emails, please log in to https://www.google.com/calendar/ and change 
your notification settings for this calendar.

Forwarding this invitation could allow any recipient to modify your RSVP response. Learn 
More.
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https://maps.google.com/maps?q=866-650-7197+(Passcode+3657284)&hl=en
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https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273
Date: Tue, 26 Jan 2016 15:53:48 -0500
From: Hyacinth Perrault - H1ABA <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov>
To: "Claire O'Donnell - LR" <claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, D2-OGC 
<duane.smith@gsa.gov>

Cc: Travis Lewis - H1ABA <travis.lewis@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAA19y0s6Tf89_W=VOwhtA+G3zp3kwy_0qXnWiJAdes2iiuZKgQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 86c4fe33857fae55a421e0729bc5a436
Attachments: 2016.01.26 GSA FOIA Clarification.docx 

Good Afternoon All, 

Please see incoming Clarification Response from Mr. Townsend - it just came in.
__________________________________Hyacinth Perrault

Lead Government Information Specialist

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Requester Service Center

Management & Oversight Division (H1C) 

National Office  | GSA | Office of Administrative Services (H)

1800 F St. NW, Washington, DC 20405

Cell:  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Margaret Townsend <mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:48 PM 
Subject: RE: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: GSA FOIA <gsa.foia@gsa.gov>, "hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov" <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org" <bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org>, Stephanie Kurose 
<SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org> 

Dear FOIA Coordinator,
 
Please find the attached document clarifying GSA’s questions about our FOIA request (GSA No. 
2016-000273), dated  December 21, 2015. 

 
As stated in our clarification document, the Center would like to reiterate that some of the requests for 
clarification ask us to provide information that we have no way of knowing, unless we received the 
F O I A records we requested.   We hope that our letter provides the clarification you seek.

 
Thank you,
Margaret
 
 
Margaret E. Townsend
Open Government Staff Attorney | Endangered Species Program 
Center for Biological Diversity 
P.O. Box 11374
Portland, OR 97211-0374
Office: (971) 717-6409
Fax: (503) 283-5528
mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org 
 
This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged and/or attorney work product for the sole use 
of the intended  recipient. A ny review, reliance or distribution by others  or forwarding without express 
permission is strictly prohibited.  If you are not the intended  recipient,  please contact the sender and delete all 
copies.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

 
 
 

From: hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov [mailto:hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov] On Behalf Of GSA FOIA 
Sent: T hursday, January 21, 2016 2:32 PM 
T o: Margaret T ownsend 
C c: G S A FOIA  
Subject: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: G S A F O I A 2016-000273

 

Good Afternoon Ms. Townsend: 

 

This email is in response to your U.S. General Services Administration (GSA) Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) request (GSA Number 2016-000273), dated December 21, 2015, in 
which you requested documents 

pertaining to the Exelon-Pepco merger. Provided as attached is an Interim Response and 
Clarification Request to your FOIA.   

 

We look forward to your response by February 3, 2016.

Thank you.

 

 

 

Respectfully,

Freedom of Information Act

Requester Service Center

U.S. General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, Northwest, Room 7300

Washington, DC 20405

Toll Free number:(855) 675-FOIA

Fax number:(202) 501-2727

 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and any attachments to this email message 
contain confidential information belonging to the sender, which is legally privileged.  The 
information is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.  
Please do not forward this message without permission.  If you are not the intended recipient or 
the employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the 
contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this transmission in 
error, please notify us immediately by telephone or return email and delete and destroy the 
original email message, and attachments thereto and all copies thereof.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273
Date: Tue, 26 Jan 2016 16:10:18 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2kfO8s_3KMLPZA5z7t_cO16ps-j+vPizvQmTODC3bfuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0056426cf024bcff8f2f9c467f8765f3
Attachments: 2016.01.26 GSA FOIA Clarification.docx 

FYI.  FOIA re-request. 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Hyacinth Perrault - H1ABA <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:53 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: Claire O'Donnell - LR <claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, 
Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, D2-OGC <duane.smith@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Travis Lewis - H1ABA <travis.lewis@gsa.gov> 

 

Good Afternoon All,

Please see incoming Clarification Response from Mr. Townsend - it just came in.
__________________________________Hyacinth Perrault

Lead Government Information Specialist

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Requester Service Center

Management & Oversight Division (H1C) 

National Office  | GSA | Office of Administrative Services (H)

1800 F St. NW, Washington, DC 20405

Cell:  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Margaret Townsend <mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:48 PM 
Subject: RE: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: GSA FOIA <gsa.foia@gsa.gov>, "hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov" <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org" <bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org>, Stephanie Kurose 
<SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org> 

Dear FOIA Coordinator,
 
Please find the attached document clarifying GSA’s questions about our FOIA request (GSA No. 
2016-000273), dated  December 21, 2015. 

 
As stated in our clarification document, the Center would like to reiterate that some of the requests for 
clarification ask us to provide information that we have no way of knowing, unless we received the 
F O I A records we requested.   We hope that our letter provides the clarification you seek.

 
Thank you,
Margaret
 
 
Margaret E. Townsend
Open Government Staff Attorney | Endangered Species Program 
Center for Biological Diversity 
P.O. Box 11374
Portland, OR 97211-0374
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Office: (971) 717-6409
Fax: (503) 283-5528
mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org 
 
This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged and/or attorney work product for the sole use 
of the intended  recipient. A ny review, reliance or distribution by others  or forwarding without express 
permission is strictly prohibited.  If you are not the intended  recipient,  please contact the sender and delete all 
copies.

 
 
 
 

From: hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov [mailto:hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov] On Behalf Of GSA FOIA 
Sent: T hursday, January 21, 2016 2:32 PM 
T o: Margaret T ownsend 
C c: G S A FOIA  
Subject: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: G S A F O I A 2016-000273

 

Good Afternoon Ms. Townsend: 

 

This email is in response to your U.S. General Services Administration (GSA) Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) request (GSA Number 2016-000273), dated December 21, 2015, in 
which you requested documents 

pertaining to the Exelon-Pepco merger. Provided as attached is an Interim Response and 
Clarification Request to your FOIA.   

 

We look forward to your response by February 3, 2016.

Thank you.

 

 

 

Respectfully,

Freedom of Information Act

Requester Service Center

U.S. General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, Northwest, Room 7300

Washington, DC 20405

Toll Free number:(855) 675-FOIA

Fax number:(202) 501-2727

 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and any attachments to this email message 
contain confidential information belonging to the sender, which is legally privileged.  The 
information is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.  
Please do not forward this message without permission.  If you are not the intended recipient or 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273
Date: Wed, 27 Jan 2016 09:57:20 -0500
From: "Claire L. O'Donnell - LR" <claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAHOT2RfuZYx-Y3SaCNaGvr7Qe8iVuP7vNe4jHwPKPda=+HydTQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 5d1aaa30e6ee57cb1f66523aab55e41a
Attachments: 2016.01.26 GSA FOIA Clarification.docx 

Hi Ken and Lariza! 
 

Hope you are staying warm! Did you see the new FOIA? Do these clarifications help you to identify 
anything else?

Claire L. O'Donnell

Assistant General Counsel 
Real Property Division

General Services Administration

1800 F Street NW, Room 2012A

Washington, DC 20405
p: 202 219 2363 
f: 202 501 1944

The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the
addressee(s) and may be protected by the attorney-client privilege and/or
work product doctrine.  Please do not forward or further disseminate this
message without the consent of the sender.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Hyacinth Perrault - H1ABA <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:53 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: Claire O'Donnell - LR <claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, 
Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, D2-OGC <duane.smith@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Travis Lewis - H1ABA <travis.lewis@gsa.gov> 

Good Afternoon All,

Please see incoming Clarification Response from Mr. Townsend - it just came in.
__________________________________Hyacinth Perrault

Lead Government Information Specialist

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Requester Service Center

Management & Oversight Division (H1C) 

National Office  | GSA | Office of Administrative Services (H)

1800 F St. NW, Washington, DC 20405

Cell:  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Margaret Townsend <mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:48 PM 
Subject: RE: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: GSA FOIA <gsa.foia@gsa.gov>, "hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov" <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov> 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Cc: "bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org" <bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org>, Stephanie Kurose 
<SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org> 

Dear FOIA Coordinator,
 
Please find the attached document clarifying GSA’s questions about our FOIA request (GSA No. 
2016-000273), dated  December 21, 2015. 

 
As stated in our clarification document, the Center would like to reiterate that some of the requests for 
clarification ask us to provide information that we have no way of knowing, unless we received the 
F O I A records we requested.   We hope that our letter provides the clarification you seek.

 
Thank you,
Margaret
 
 
Margaret E. Townsend
Open Government Staff Attorney | Endangered Species Program 
Center for Biological Diversity 
P.O. Box 11374
Portland, OR 97211-0374
Office: (971) 717-6409
Fax: (503) 283-5528
mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org 
 
This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged and/or attorney work product for the sole use 
of the intended  recipient. A ny review, reliance or distribution by others  or forwarding without express 
permission is strictly prohibited.  If you are not the intended  recipient,  please contact the sender and delete all 
copies.

 
 
 
 

From: hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov [mailto:hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov] On Behalf Of GSA FOIA 
Sent: T hursday, January 21, 2016 2:32 PM 
T o: Margaret T ownsend 
C c: G S A F O I A
Subject: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: G S A F O I A 2016-000273

 

Good Afternoon Ms. Townsend: 

 

This email is in response to your U.S. General Services Administration (GSA) Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) request (GSA Number 2016-000273), dated December 21, 2015, in 
which you requested documents 

pertaining to the Exelon-Pepco merger. Provided as attached is an Interim Response and 
Clarification Request to your FOIA.   

 

We look forward to your response by February 3, 2016.

Thank you.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273
Date: Wed, 27 Jan 2016 13:19:33 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3nS2RpxS+xJqqESAXEJGg0uLoC-mjdy16x-SasELVTVA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7f809dd078bc7b18009c4c50d067431c
Attachments: 2016.01.26 GSA FOIA Clarification.docx 

Here it is. 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Hyacinth Perrault - H1ABA <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:53 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: Claire O'Donnell - LR <claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, 
Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, D2-OGC <duane.smith@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Travis Lewis - H1ABA <travis.lewis@gsa.gov> 

 

Good Afternoon All,

Please see incoming Clarification Response from Mr. Townsend - it just came in.
__________________________________Hyacinth Perrault

Lead Government Information Specialist

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Requester Service Center

Management & Oversight Division (H1C) 

National Office  | GSA | Office of Administrative Services (H)

1800 F St. NW, Washington, DC 20405

Cell:  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Margaret Townsend <mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:48 PM 
Subject: RE: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: GSA FOIA <gsa.foia@gsa.gov>, "hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov" <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org" <bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org>, Stephanie Kurose 
<SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org> 

Dear FOIA Coordinator,
 
Please find the attached document clarifying GSA’s questions about our FOIA request (GSA No. 
2016-000273), dated  December 21, 2015. 

 
As stated in our clarification document, the Center would like to reiterate that some of the requests for 
clarification ask us to provide information that we have no way of knowing, unless we received the 
F O I A records we requested.   We hope that our letter provides the clarification you seek.

 
Thank you,
Margaret
 
 
Margaret E. Townsend
Open Government Staff Attorney | Endangered Species Program 
Center for Biological Diversity 
P.O. Box 11374
Portland, OR 97211-0374
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Folder: -2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Called you right back
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 2015 16:31:18 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Cyrus Tashakkori <cyrus.tashakkori@pioneergreen.com>
Message-ID: <7948168702517586850@unknownmsgid>
MD5: d5b27cada782c27cc785529ceb3e39a7

On another call with our regulatory expert on our issue as well as the DC/Exelon merger that was 
rejected today.  

Sent from my iPhone 
On Aug 25, 2015, at 4:13 PM, Cyrus Tashakkori <cyrus.tashakkori@pioneergreen.com> wrote: 

 

I'm  to chat. Just tried your phone.  Call me if you can
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: FW: Pepco/Exelon Merger Blocked
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 2015 16:03:59 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: "Shah, Chandra" <Chandra.Shah@nrel.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2cvjZ2q1Ak+342_-mAA=Ne4MfLb+3W4yC+0fVb+Bm72Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 32d7f22dc0168153fd8844ddafcbc68a

Thank you.  Watched it on the Commission website.  Quite a surprise. 
 

On Tue, Aug 25, 2015 at 2:30 PM, Shah, Chandra <Chandra.Shah@nrel.gov> wrote:

Fyi. In case you haven’t already heard.
 

From: Thomas, Karen 
Sent: T uesday, A ugust 25, 2015 11:14 A M 
T o: McA ndrew, David (HQ); V asquez, Deb; Shah, Chandra 
Subject: FW: Pepco/Exelon Merger Blocked

 
Article cites the risk of  steeply rising rates and possibly stunting sustainable electricity generation and 
local renewable energy development!    

 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/business/capitalbusiness/dc-regulator-rejects-proposed-exelon-
pepco-merger/2015/08/25/e927f8ec-4b3b-11e5-902f-39e9219e574b_story.html
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Exelon/PHI Merger Decision-FC1119 8-25-15
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 2015 15:39:17 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWau4i6QUXn6DcPQTTHxAEpC0gQhPL6gvxA8mc=h3Nkpw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 106342c7dbfd3d69d7b6dda64ad176da

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Office of the People's Counsel <info@opc-dc.gov>
Date: Tue, Aug 25, 2015 at 3:20 PM 
Subject: Exelon/PHI Merger Decision-FC1119 8-25-15 
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov

 
Having trouble viewing this email? Click here 

Office of the People's Counsel  

for the District of Columbia
 

1133 15th Street, NW, Suite 500 | Washington, DC 
20005
Phone: 202.727.3071 | Fax: 202.727.3071 | TTY/TDD: 202.727.2876

 
Sandra Mattavous-Frye, Peop le's Counsel

    
PRESS RELEASE

DC Consumers Come Out On Top
DC Public Service Commission Denies Exelon/Pepco Merger 
Application 

August 25, 2015 

(Washington, DC) Today was a historic day for the District of 
Columbia and its residents and consumers. The DC Public Service 
Commission voted to deny Exelon Corporation's application for 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

acquisition of Pepco Holdings (PHI). Sandra Mattavous-Frye, the 
People's Counsel for the District of Columbia, stated that "I opposed 
this merger application because it failed to provide any meaningful 
benefits to DC consumers and today the DC Public Service 
Commission did what was in the best interest of DC ratepayers and 
denied this proposed merger. This is a watershed moment for the 
District as Pepco's local leadership and jobs that lead to the middle 
class remain in place and our established environmental agenda can 
be advanced."
  
"This decision recognizes that consumers' voices matter. It was 
distinguished by unprecedented public opposition, including the 
Office of the Attorney General, five members of the DC Council, 26 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions, the environmental community 
and a groundswell of public citizens. The common theme these 
stakeholders expressed was that the merger would not put 
consumers in a better position and that its approval included 
inherent risks," said the People's Counsel.
 
People's Counsel Sandra Mattavous-Frye stated that "we are at a 
critical juncture in the electric industry. Technology and public policy 
aimed at decreasing our carbon footprint and creating a cleaner 
environment require energy service providers to change their 
business models. The public is looking at policy and decision makers 
to make energy choices that benefit them and provide for a future 
that is environmentally sustainable, fair and equitable."
 
Pepco and Exelon have 30 days to ask the Commission to reconsider 
its decision. The Office of the People's Counsel for the District of 
Columbia will remain vigilant in protecting all DC ratepayers.  

 

 ###

 
  

  
  

The Of f ice of  the People's Counsel is the 
public advocate f or natural gas, electric 
and telecommunications ratepayers in 
the District of  Columbia. 

________________________
_________
1133 15th Street,  NW,  Suite  500 | Washington,  DC 
20005
Phone:  202.727.3071 | Fax:  202.727.1014 | TTY/TDD:  
202.727.2876
Website:  www.opc-dc.gov | Email:  ccceo@opc-dc.gov

  

  
Forward this email

This email was 
sent to 
lariza.sepulveda
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273
Date: Thu, 21 Jan 2016 17:32:21 -0500
From: GSA FOIA <gsa.foia@gsa.gov>
To: Margaret Townsend <mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org>
Cc: GSA FOIA <GSA.FOIA@gsa.gov>
Bcc: ken.shutika@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <CAJDHzScqhFuNbseC2ETVPaastPj0duXcynFA=ymNoR0M_=Bidw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ad55efed0d4bd9e0d6249e9c3e15c02e
Attachments: 2016-000273-Townsend-Interim Response and Clarification-21Jan2016.pdf ; Townsend-

GSAâ€™s Initial Brief on the Nonunanimous Settlement Agreement-RR.pdf ; Townsend-
GSAâ€™s Reply Brief on  the Nonunanimous Settlement Agreement-RR.pdf ; Townsend-
GSAâ€™s Opposition to Joint Applicantsâ€™ Motion to Reopen the Record-RR.pdf ; 
Townsend-Motion_for_Special_Appearance-RR.pdf ; Townsend-_Intervention_Filing-
RR.pdf ; Townsend-PBS_NEPA_Deskguide-UR.pdf ; Townsend-GSA Rate Intervention 
Activities-UR.pdf ; Townsend-Letter to Chairman Kane-UR.pdf 

Good Afternoon Ms. Townsend:  

This email is in response to your U.S. General Services Administration (GSA) Freedom of Information Act 
(FOIA) request (GSA Number 2016-000273), dated December 21, 2015, in which you requested 
documents 

pertaining to the Exelon-Pepco merger. Provided as attached is an Interim Response and Clarification 
Request to your FOIA.   

We look forward to your response by February 3, 2016.

Thank you.

Respectfully,
Freedom of Information Act
Requester Service Center
U.S. General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, Northwest, Room 7300

Washington, DC 20405

Toll Free number:(855) 675-FOIA

Fax number:(202) 501-2727

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and any attachments to this email message contain 
confidential information belonging to the sender, which is legally privileged.  The information is 
intended only for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.  Please do not forward this 
message without permission.  If you are not the intended recipient or the employee or agent 
responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is 
strictly prohibited.  If you have received this transmission in error, please notify us immediately by 
telephone or return email and delete and destroy the original email message, and attachments thereto 
and all copies thereof.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: FW: Pepco/Exelon Merger Blocked
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 2015 18:30:12 +0000
From: "Shah, Chandra" <Chandra.Shah@nrel.gov>
To: "Ron Allard (ronald.allard@gsa.gov)" <ronald.allard@gsa.gov>, "Elisabeth Pinsker - 

WPMABE <elisabeth.pinsker@gsa.gov> (elisabeth.pinsker@gsa.gov)" 
<elisabeth.pinsker@gsa.gov>, "Joe Eberly (joseph.eberly@gsa.gov)" 
<joseph.eberly@gsa.gov>, "ken.shutika@gsa.gov" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <e40326b96bca4f299ec8206ff52db84c@xp11mbx3.nrel.gov>
MD5: b893d08622319f7c21e11b24aff80c63

Fyi. In case you haven’t already heard. 

 

From: Thomas, Karen 
Sent: T uesday, A ugust 25, 2015 11:14 A M 
T o: McA ndrew, David (HQ); V asquez, Deb; Shah, Chandra 
Subject: FW: Pepco/Exelon Merger Blocked

 
Article  cites the risk of  steeply rising rates and possibly stunting sustainable electricity generation and 
local renewable energy development!   

 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/business/capitalbusiness/dc-regulator-rejects-proposed-exelon-
pepco-merger/2015/08/25/e927f8ec-4b3b-11e5-902f-39e9219e574b_story.html
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 2015 14:27:19 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVb9Su=O0MSGBoYptupEChmAHNit7KX5sxV0d22BpDxuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: af70d9941d3c63d56305185632c5aec0

FYI.....This was an unexpected and unusual action by the DC PSC.  The commission made a decision base 
on "The 7 Public Interest Factors".  They determined there was no benefit to rate payers, and they had 
concerns they would end up in a  more complex regulatory structure  with Exelon in place. 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: DC Public Service Commission <dcdocs@dc.gov>
Date: Tue, Aug 25, 2015 at 2:15 PM 
Subject: Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application 
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov 

Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a Web page.

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street N.W., Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20005
202-626-5120

www.dcpsc.org

 
Press Release

 
For Immediate Release: August 25, 2015
 
Contact: Kellie Armstead Didigu, Media Relations Specialist
Email: kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
Office: 202-626-5124

 

Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application
 

(Washington, D.C.)  Today, the Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia (“Commission”) 
voted to deny an application for acquisition of Pepco Holdings, Inc. (PHI) by Exelon Corporation as not 
being in the public interest. In determining whether the Proposed Merger is in the public interest pursuant to 
D.C. Code §§ 34-504 and 34-1001, the Commission first considered the effect of the Proposed Merger 
transaction on each of the seven public interest factors.  This included the effects of the transaction on 
ratepayers and shareholders, on competition in the local retail and wholesale markets and on conservation 
of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.  In doing so, the Commission identified how 
the effects of the Proposed Merger on each of the seven public interest factors would benefit or harm the 
public (including Pepco, District ratepayers, and the District community).  The Commission then used its 
findings to assess the transaction as a whole.  The Commission concluded that, taken as a whole, the 
transaction as proposed by Exelon and Pepco is not in the public interest. In a separate opinion, 
Commissioner Phillips concurred in part and dissented in part.
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Exelon announced its purchase of PHI, the parent company of the Potomac Electric Power Company 
(“Pepco”), on April 30, 2014, and the application seeking a change of control was filed on June 18, 2014.  
Parties to the proceeding included the Office of the People’s Counsel, the District of Columbia 
Government, the Apartment and Office Building Association of Metropolitan Washington, D.C. Solar 
United Neighborhood, District of Columbia Water and Sewer Authority, the General Services 
Administration, GRID2.0 Working Group, and others.  Over 3,000 residents, non-profits and small 
businesses submitted written testimony on the merger, both in support and in opposition.  In addition, the 
Commission held four community hearings in which 178 participants submitted testimony.  Further, the 
Commission received comments from 26 Advisory Neighborhood Commissions and several members of 
the D.C. Council.
 
Chairman Kane stated, “The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus 
solely on providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses and 
institutions.  The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the merger would 
move us in the opposite direction.”
 
Commissioner Fort agreed, stating that “The Proposed Merger would diminish Pepco’s ability to directly 
raise issues that address the needs of District ratepayers while posing regulatory challenges for the 
Commission and the interested parties who participate in Commission proceedings.”
 
Commissioner Phillips stated, “I agree with my colleagues that the merger application as filed is a bad deal 
for the District.  However, I am disappointed in the loss of the many opportunities that could have achieved 
benefits for our local communities and across the region.”
 
In other jurisdictions, the application for the merger of PHI and Exelon has been approved, including 
Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. The only 
jurisdiction to deny the application is the District of Columbia.  Pepco and Exelon have 30 days to ask the 
Commission to reconsider its decision.
 
 

The Public Service Commission of  the District of  Columbia is an independent agency established by 
Congress in 1913 to regulate electric, natural gas, and telecommunications companies in the District of  

Columbia.
 

###

 
 

 
Update your subscriptions, modify your e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 
Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 
problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. All other inquiries can 
be directed to dcdocs@dc.gov.
This service is provided to you at no charge by the District of Columbia.

This message has been sent by the District of Columbia · Washington, D.C. 20004
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Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Energy Central Daily - 08/14/15
Date: Fri, 14 Aug 2015 02:10:00 -0600
From: "Energy Central" <ecdirect-daily@energycentral.com>
To: ken.shutika@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <LYRIS-755786-59373-2015.08.14-02.10.06--

ken.shutika#gsa.gov@mail1.energycentral.com>
MD5: ec90e0a9d7f7aba81e53a0b34b105515

______________________________________________________________________  
  
  ENERGY CENTRAL - DAILY NEWS - 8/14/15     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  ACCOUNT STATUS!!!    
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  You are currently not subscribed to the Energy Central Professional.  
  Subscribers enjoy even more news and features.  
  
  Follow this link to learn more: http://pro.energycentral.com  
  
  
  
**********************************************************************  
  
   ELECTRIC POWER NEWS - 31 FREE ARTICLES   
  
**********************************************************************  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  TOP ELECTRIC STORIES     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
HEY, UTILITIES: RIP UP THAT OLD PAPER MAP OU KNOW YOU WANT TO. DO  
IT, AND FEEL GOOD.  
  
  When we converted from our old, hand-drawn operating maps to GIS  
  maps, we just plotted the new map sheets to look exactly like the  
  old ones.  If we could have recreated coffee stains on the GIS  
  plots, we would have. - (Energy Central)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37061508  
  
  
STATE JUDGE DENIES EFFORT TO BLOCK EXELON-PEPCO MERGER  
  
  The $6.9 billion merger between Baltimore Gas and Electric parent  
  Exelon Corp. and Pepco Holdings can proceed after a state judge  
  denied a request from the Maryland Attorney General and other  
  parties to temporarily block the merger on Wednesday. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37049995  
  
  
COMMERCIAL PRODUCTION OF 660 MW COAL FIRED POWER GENERATION TO START  
FROM 2018  
  
  The Chief Executive Officer (CEO) of Engropowergen Thar,  
  Shamsuddin Ahmed Shaik Tuesday said that commercial production of  
  660 MW coal fired energy generation would start by the year 2018.  
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  - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37052309  
  
  
AS SOLAR CAP NEARS LIMIT, PUC DENIES SOLAR INDUSTRY'S PETITION  
  
  Hundreds of solar employees jammed a Public Utilities Commission  
  meeting Wednesday, giving almost six hours of testimony in protest  
  of recent proposals submitted to regulators by NV Energy and  
  asking the commission to support a measure to stop a potential  
  shutdown in the industry. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37055326  
  
  
ALA. POWER: RENEWABLE PROJECT TARGETS MILITARY, BUSINESS  
  
  Give some of it to the military. Keep the rest to entice business.  
  - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37049866  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  PRESS RELEASE     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
ACLARA LEADS FIGHT AGAINST DROUGHT IN CALIFORNIA WITH ADVANCED  
METERING INFRASTRUCTURE AND LEAK DETECTION TECHNOLOGIES  
  
  After five punishing years, drought conditions have reached  
  critical mass in California and much of the western United States,  
  with Golden State utilities scrambling to meet government mandates  
  for 25 percent reductions in water usage. - (Energy Central)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37061507  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  NORTH AMERICAN NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
BRIEF: DUKE ENERGY CEO NAMED TO BOEING BOARD  
  
  Duke Energy president and chief executive Lynn Good was elected  
  Thursday to the board of directors of aircraft maker Boeing. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37058815  
  
  
NRC NAMES NEW RESIDENT INSPECTOR FOR ARKANSAS NUCLEAR ONE  
  
  "Andy Barrett's technical experience and regulatory perspective  
  will assist the NRC in carrying out its mission to protect people  
  and the environment by ensuring the safe operation of Arkansas  
  Nuclear One," said NRC Region IV Administrator Marc Dapas. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37052386  
  
  
PRC ASKS TO DROP LAWSUIT AGAINST 'THE NEW MEXICAN' OVER DOCUMENTS  
  
  The state Public Regulation Commission on Wednesday notified a  
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  judge that it wants to withdraw its lawsuit against The New  
  Mexican over documents marked confidential relating to the  
  controversial San Juan Generating Station. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37057070  
  
  
GERMAN COMPANY TO ESTABLISH 50 MEGAWATTS POWER PLANT IN IMO  
  
  A German based company is to establish a multimillion naira 50  
  Megawatts power plant in Imo State with a view to building an  
  industrial base in the state. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37057378  
  
  
TWO WIND PARKS RECEIVE OK FOR SOUND LEVELS  
  
  Sound levels are within legal ranges at two of the county's newest  
  wind energy projects, officials recently reported. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37057886  
  
  
RENEWABLE ENERGY AND ENERGY EFFICIENCY ADVISORY COMMITTEE  
  
  SUMMARY: The Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency Advisory  
  Committee (RE&EEAC) will hold a meeting on Tuesday, September 22,  
  2015 at the U.S. Department of Commerce Herbert C. Hoover Building  
  in Washington, DC. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37058782  
  
  
STATE BOARD PONDERS APPROVAL OF LORDSTOWN POWER PLANT PROJECT  
  
  A company wishing to build a natural gas power plant in Lordstown  
  made its pitch before a state regulatory panel on Tuesday. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37048859  
  
  
TVA LOWERS MONTHLY FUEL RATE, SEEKS COMMENTS ON SOLAR PROJECT  
  
  TVA said Wednesday that electricity users will likely see lower  
  power bills next month, as TVA fuel costs are the lowest they have  
  been in nearly a year. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37054096  
  
  
ENERGY GROUPS WARY OF NYSERDA PROPOSAL TO ALLOW UTILITIES TO OWN  
WIND AND SOLAR FARMS  
  
  A coalition of power plant owners and energy groups is opposing  
  utility ownership of large-scale renewable energy projects such as  
  wind farms that would help the state achieve its renewable energy  
  goals. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37052420  
  
  
AECOM DISCLOSES HANFORD INVESTIGATIONS IN SEC FILING  
  
  AECOM stockholders had a rocky ride Wednesday after the company  
  disclosed government investigations and litigation it is involved  
  in at the Hanford nuclear reservation in a filing with the  
  Securities and Exchange Commission. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37052931  
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CORRECTION: BELFAST CONSIDERS SOLAR PROJECT AT LANDFILL  
  
  Belfast residents likely have gotten used to the array of solar  
  panels that sits atop the Belfast Fire Station, generating  
  electricity there since January to help offset the city's massive  
  electric bill. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37050151  
  
  
VICTOR M. MCCREE SELECTED AS NRC'S NEXT EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR FOR OPERATIONS  
  
  He succeeds Mark A. Satorius, who will retire Dec. 30 after  
  serving with the agency since 1989. McCree is expected to assume  
  his new responsibilities Sept. 27, 2015. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37052367  
  
  
ENERGO-PRO TO SELL ELECTRICITY GRID AND 15 HYDRO POWER PLANTS IN GEORGIA  
  
  Energo-Pro a.s., a power utility company, has agreed to sell its  
  electricity grid and 15 hydro power plants situated in Georgia. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37052465  
  
  
STATE REGULATORS PASS ON DECIDING ON PNM PLAN  
  
  Members of the state Public Regulation Commission unanimously  
  decided to table any action on a plan designed to ensure continued  
  operations at the San Juan Generating Station during a meeting in  
  Santa Fe Wednesday. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37050706  
  
  
PUC WANTS MORE INFO ON BOULDER COUNTY GROUP SEEKING ACCESS TO  
MUNICIPALIZATION CASE  
  
  The Colorado Public Utilities Commission wants to know more about  
  who Leave BoCo Out represents before it decides whether the group  
  can intervene as a party in Boulder's efforts to take Xcel  
  Energy's local distribution system for a future municipal energy  
  utility. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37051273  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  INTERNATIONAL NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
ELECTRICITY HIKE - THIS CHEATING MUST STOP, SAYS BARAU  
  
  Sen. Jibrin Barau, representing Kano South Senatorial District,  
  has vowed that the Senate would stop at nothing to bring an end to  
  the exorbitant charges by electricity companies in the country. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37051917  
  
  
EGBIN POWER BOOSTS ELECTRICITY GENERATION BY 1,100MW  
  
  The Chief Executive Officer of Egbin Power Plc, Mr. Dallas Peavey,  
  has stated that the plant has hit a generation capacity of 1,100  
  megawatts, thus accounting for almost one-third of the current  
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  improvement in power supply across the country. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37054993  
  
  
GAMBIA STILL FACES MAJOR CHALLENGES IN ENERGY SECTOR - ENERGY MINISTER  
  
  Dr Edward S. Sanneh, Minister of Energy, has said The Gambia still  
  faces major challenges in the energy sector, despite making some  
  achievements. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37057977  
  
  
ALSONS POWER UNIT SLIGHTLY DELAYS OPERATION OF SARANGANI COAL PLANT  
  
  Sarangani Energy Corp. (SEC), a unit of Alsons Power, has delayed  
  the commercial operation of the first 105-megawatt section of its  
  210-MW coal-fired power plant in the province to January 2016, one  
  month behind the earlier target set. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37057979  
  
  
E.ON IN TALKS TO REACH DEAL OVER SPIN OFF PLANS  
  
  GERMAN utility E.on yesterday said it was prepared to work with  
  the government on shutting down the country's nuclear energy  
  industry, seeking to safeguard its plan to split itself into two  
  separate companies. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37048680  
  
  
61 MW PV PLANT AURA II, BUILT BY ISOLUX CORSÃƒÂ¡N, BEGINS OPERATIONS  
  
  Isolux CorsÃƒÂ¡n (Madrid, Spain) has delivered its first solar  
  photovoltaic (PV) project in Honduras on a budget of nearly USD  
  100 million, the company announced on August 7th, 2015. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37048861  
  
  
KEY MILESTONE PASSED AT AUSTRALIA'S BIGGEST SOLAR PROJECT  
  
  The farm, on 280 hectares in northern New South Wales, will supply  
  140,000 megawatt-hours (MWh) per year - enough electricity to  
  power 15,000 homes and abate 95,000 tons of carbon pollution each  
  year. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37052467  
  
  
NORVENTO PUTS 18 PROJECTS IN PLANNING  
  
  UK FiT scale onshore wind faces a number of challenges, and with a  
  potential review into the support mechanism taking place this  
  year, the leading technology of Norvento's low-noise, compact,  
  direct-drive turbines puts them in a favourable position for rapid  
  planning approval and permission. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37052340  
  
  
POWERTEL LEAVES USERS IN THE DARK, AGAIN  
  
  DELAYS in resolving capacity issues at the country's sole  
  aggregator of pre-paid electricity tokens, Powertel, denied  
  consumers access to power over the two days after its system  
  failed. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37053077  
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RENEWABLE ENERGY POWERS ALL OF COSTA RICA FOR OVER 3 MONTHS  
  
  Costa Rica enjoyed a new period of   94 consecutive days during  
  which all its electricity was produced   from renewable sources,  
  the Costa Rican Electricity Institute (ICE) said Wednesday. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37050755  
  
  
  
  
**********************************************************************  
  
   GAS NEWS - 12 ARTICLES   
  
**********************************************************************  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  TOP GAS STORIES     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
BP MANIPULATED TEXAS NATURAL GAS MARKET IN 2008, JUDGE SAYS -- UPDATE  
  
  A U.S. regulatory judge ruled BP PLC manipulated the Texas natural  
  gas market in 2008 and said fines against the British energy  
  company could increase because the scheme took place after earlier  
  market manipulation. - (Dow Jones)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37061500  
  
  
OFFICIALS URGE STUDY OF COMPRESSORS, PIPELINES  
  
  Concerned about the potential health effects from compressor  
  stations and other infrastructure connected to the shale gas  
  industry, some local officials have joined a prominent physicians'  
  group in urging state leaders to conduct the same type of study  
  that led the Cuomo administration to ban hydraulic fracturing. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37055962  
  
  
DEVELOPER: PIPELINE PLAN MEANS MONEY FOR TOWNS  
  
  Those who have spoken out against a proposed Kinder Morgan project  
  in the region have repeatedly asked a question that has gone  
  unanswered in public forums: How will communities be compensated  
  for hosting the natural gas pipeline? - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37057237  
  
  
PSC FORESEES DECLINE IN GAS BILLS FOR CUSTOMERS  
  
  The Public Service Commission of West Virginia's preliminary  
  review of the Purchase Gas Adjustment cases filed earlier this  
  year leads it to foresee lower gas utility bills coming as  
  residents prepare for the upcoming heating season. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37057413  
  
  
ND REGULATORS APPROVE $6M NATURAL GAS LIQUIDS PIPELINE  
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  North Dakota's Public Service Commission has approved a siting  
  permit for a $6 million liquid natural gas pipeline in McKenzie  
  County. - (NewsEdge AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37048635  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  NORTH AMERICAN NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
NATURAL GAS POWER PLANT TO BOOST SOUTH AFRICA'S ENERGY SECURITY  
  
  A liquid natural gas (LNG) power plant is being planned for Port  
  Elizabeth that is expected to be South Africa's most efficient and  
  safest energy capacity expansion. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37057135  
  
  
KOSMOS TO CONTINUE EXPLORATORY DRILLING OFFSHORE MAURITANIA  
  
  Kosmos Energy plans further delineation drilling on its Ahmeyim  
  (ex-Tortue) gas discovery offshore Mauritania. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37048862  
  
  
BEST RELATIVE PERFORMANCE IN THE MULTI-UTILITIES INDUSTRY DETECTED  
IN SHARES OF NISOURCE (NI, D, SRE, DTE, BKH)  
  
  Here are the top 5 stocks in the Multi-Utilities industry ranked  
  by performance. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37054644  
  
  
SHARES OF ATMOS ENERGY RANK THE HIGHEST IN TERMS OF RELATIVE  
PERFORMANCE IN THE GAS UTILITIES INDUSTRY (ATO, UGI, SJI, NFG, GAS)  
  
  We looked at the Gas Utilities industry and measured relative  
  performance to find the top stocks. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37054523  
  
  
U.K. GOVERNMENT TO FAST-TRACK FRACKING APPLICATIONS  
  
  The U.K. government said Thursday it will fast-track planning  
  applications to explore for shale gas in an effort to kick-start  
  the country's nascent industry. - (Dow Jones)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37054692  
  
  
EMPIRE ENERGY ACQUIRES GAS WELLS AND ACREAGE IN APPALACHIAN BASIN,  
NEW YORK FOR US$0.04 MILLION  
  
  Empire Energy Group Limited, an oil and gas company, acquired 84  
  gas wells and approximately 9,500 held by production net acres  
  located in the Appalachian Basin, New York, the US, for a purchase  
  consideration of US$0.04 million (MM). - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37052485  
  
  
MDU RESOURCES GROUP HAS THE HIGHEST BETA IN THE MULTI-UTILITIES  
INDUSTRY (MDU, NI, BKH)  
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  Below are the three companies in the Multi-Utilities industry with  
  the highest betas. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37058677  
  
  
  
___________________________________________________________________________  
  
  NEED INFORMATION ON THE POWER INDUSTRY?    
  ENERGY CENTRAL'S GOT IT!      
___________________________________________________________________________  
  
CONFERENCE WATCH  
  The conference watch is a weekly e-mail service and on-line   
  database that lists upcoming industry conferences, seminars, and  
  trade shows. This service is free to all power professionals.  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/events/  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  DIRECTIONS, INFORMATION AND COPYRIGHT NOTICE      
______________________________________________________________________  
  
ABOUT ENERGY CENTRAL'S NEWS SERVICE  
  This news summary service is provided FREE to qualified   
  professionals in the power industry. This news summary may   
  be redistributed provided it is kept in its entirety.  
  
* Visit http://www.energycentral.com/utility/myaccount/ to START, STOP,   
  or CHANGE FORMAT for all of your e-mail subscriptions.  
  
PRESS RELEASES  
  Submit press releases and other news to pr@energycentral.com  
  
SPONSORSHIP AND ADVERTISING  
  For sponsorship or advertising info call sales at 303-782-5510  
  
TO DELIVER YOUR ARTICLES, PAPERS, PROCEEDINGS OR MONOGRAPHS THROUGH  
ENERGY CENTRAL:  
  Energy Central provides a variety of mechanisms for delivery of   
  information to power professionals including this news   
  product, Energy Central Web Site (http://www.energycentral.com),  
  Energy Central Conference Watch(tm), and others. We can deliver  
  your information on a promotional, subscription, or a pay-per-view  
  basis. For more information, contact Steve Drazga at 303-782-5510,  
  sdrazga@energycentral.com.  
  
COPYRIGHT INFORMATION  
  Copyright (c) CyberTech, Inc 1996-2014.   
  Energy Central (r) is a registered trademark of Cybertech,   
  Incorporated.    
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  END OF MESSAGE     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  
You are subscribed to this email using ken.shutika@gsa.gov  
To unsubscribe from this email follow this link:  
http://www.energycentral.com/utility/myaccount/enlUnsub.cfm?w=pi100066Tmb10713  
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org>
Date: Sun, Jun 28, 2015 at 10:12 PM 
Subject: Critics: PSC commissioner should have skipped Exelon merger vote 
To: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org> 
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http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/md-politics/advocates-md-utilities-commissioner-
shouldve-skipped-pepco-exelon-vote/2015/06/26/4a532150-16bc-11e5-9518-
f9e0a8959f32_story.html

Advocates: Md. utilities 
commissioner should’ve 
skipped Pepco-Exelon 
vote
By Josh Hicks June 26

Environmental advocates are questioning the hiring of a former Maryland 
utilities commissioner by an industry-backed nonprofit group days after she 
cast the deciding vote in the controversial Pepco-Exelon merger.

The Alliance to Save Energy offered then-Public Service Commission member 
Kelly Speakes-Backman a $200,000-a-year job as a senior vice president on 
May 18, three days after she voted in favor of an acquisition that would make 
Chicago-based Exelon one of the largest utilities in the nation.

The deal, approved 3 to 2, is being challenged in court by the Maryland Office 
of People’s Counsel and at least three advocacy groups, one of which cited the 
hiring of Speakes-Backman among its concerns.

Speakes-Backman said that “there’s no connection there whatsoever” between 
her vote and her new job, adding that her experience and qualifications -  
including more than 20 years working on energy issues -  helped her land the 
position.

“I followed the evidence in front of me,” she said of her vote to approve the 
merger.

Critics say they are uneasy because Exelon is one of many energy companies 
that help bankroll the Alliance and because one of Exelon’s top executives, 
William Von Hoene, is a vice chairman of the Alliance.

Exelon contributed $35,000 to the Alliance last year, or about 0.5 percent of 
its total revenue for that period. In 2013, Exelon donated $90,000, or roughly 
1 percent of the organization’s total revenue for that year. Additionally, Von 
Hoene has provided at least $5,000 annually since 2012.

Speakes-Backman, who was paid $136,000 a year at the commission, applied 
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for a job with the Alliance in February after the appointments secretary for 
Gov. Larry Hogan (R) told her that the governor planned to replace her on the 
panel.

Her term had expired in 2014, but Hogan postponed replacing her until after 
the May 15 merger vote to avoid disrupting the commission’s decision-making 
process, said Erin Montgomery, a spokeswoman for the governor.

Speakes-Backman applied to be the Alliance’s senior vice president of policy 
and research on Feb. 26 and interviewed twice for the position in March. She 
said she discovered Exelon’s connection to the Alliance after the second 
interview and decided not to have further discussions with the group because 
of the approaching vote.

[The giant reach of  the Pepco-Exelon merger]

The board approved the merger on a Friday. Later that day, Speakes-Backman 
called the Alliance and said she was still interested in the job. They sent her an 
offer the following Monday.

Government-accountability groups called the sequence of events problematic. 
“It’s a conflict of interest to make a regulatory decision that impacts a 
company at the same time that you’re negotiating employment with an 
organization that’s affiliated with the company,” said Tyson Slocum of Public 
Citizen, one of the groups challenging the merger in court. “She should have 
recused herself the minute she entered into employment negotiations.”

Speakes-Backman said: “There was no conflict of interest. I had not decided 
where I wanted to go next during the course of the hearings and was still 
considering different options in the energy field. My full obligation at that time 
was to the commission, and to the governor, to stay through the decision of 
the merger as they requested.”

The section of Maryland code that deals with ethics for Public Service 
Commission members does not appear to directly address whether she should 
have abstained from voting.

Robert Erwin, general counsel for the commission, declined to discuss the 
matter, saying that the issue is being reviewed by the Circuit Court and that 
the commission does not comment on pending litigation.

The Alliance said it was “committed to full transparency” about its hiring 
decision, volunteering the amount of Exelon’s donations, e-mails relating to 
the hire, interview dates and the offer letter.

Kateri Callahan, president of the Alliance, said her group chose Speakes-
Backman because “by a wide margin, she had the best credentials and most 
experience among all the candidates.”

--

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(5)
(b) 
(5)
(b) 
(5)
(b) 
(5)
(b) 
(5)
(b) 
(5)

https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/capitalbusiness/exelon-pepco-deal-passes-ferc-muster-merger-to-create-giant-mid-atlantic-provider/2014/11/21/80fce760-71a1-11e4-893f-86bd390a3340_story.html
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Fwd: DC MEDSIS (FC1130) Follow Up
Date: Tue, 11 Aug 2015 13:19:43 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUWQ-CqfRWKdA83OgUaeEcsfGdZfLiDmD-JLWO6FXTC5w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d111e279abdf439d14ffa45cb3f30ad4

FYI 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 <kyle.ragan@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Aug 7, 2015 at 11:16 AM 
Subject: Re: Fwd: DC MEDSIS (FC1130) Follow Up 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

Hey lariza, 
Things are going well at DC, I have been doing a lot of work helping to pull information 
together for DDOE to submit comments on Order No. 17912. It would be great to be kept in the 
loop of what cases you are working on. I know the regulatory folks at DDOE would be 
interested in meeting to talk about each others thoughts on Order 17912 and other thoughts in 
general. If you let me know some times that you have open next week I can set up a time to 
meet.
Thank you,
Kyle
On Aug 6, 2015 10:26 AM, "Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Kyle,

I hope you are enjoying the summer.  How is your new rotation going?  

We are in final stages on some of the cases we started last year (Exelon.Pepco merger, PECO etc...), and 
there are a number of new cases developing.

If you are interested we would like to keep you in the loop and when your schedule allows you are 
welcome to participate on external meetings.

I was on leave last week, and got back on Monday.  This meeting invite was short notice (you are 
welcome to join us), but there will be many more regarding Order  No.17912.

Let me know if  this is of interest to you and if you would like to be involve in this order.

I look forward to hearing form you.

Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Camacho, Jorge (PSC) <jcamacho@psc.dc.gov>
Date: Tue, Aug 4, 2015 at 4:38 PM 
Subject: DC MEDSIS (FC1130) Follow Up 
To: "Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA (lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov)" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Kenneth 
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Shutika - PMAA (ken.shutika@gsa.gov)" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "cpotter@aoc.gov" 
<cpotter@aoc.gov>, "Howley, John (PSC)" <jhowley@psc.dc.gov> 

(202) 626-5108 – Jorge

 

Agenda (Note: The topics below are not representative of what DCPSC intends to pursue, the topics below are 
intended to foster discussion and exploration of methods that could modernize the energy delivery/consumption 
in the District of Columbia)

1) MEDSIS Update (psc)

2) Current CHP Status; What are the current barriers and how to overcome (gsa, aoc)

a) Interconnection

b) Public Right of Way

c) Ability for WGL to provide firm capacity

d) Sustainable Business Model, economic analysis

e) Electric Company Status

1) Articulating Value of District Energy (modernizing with old technology?) (all)

a) Reliability

b) Efficiency

c) Cost-Effectiveness

d) Interactivity

1) Site Identification for possible deployment of enabling technologies – enough of paper studies, 
where’s the hardware? (all)

2) Procedural Concerns (psc)
3)

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Fwd: Critics: PSC commissioner should have skipped Exelon merger vote

 

(202) 501-0529

(cell)

(202) 501-1944 fax

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This email message and any attachments to this email message may contain confidential information belonging to the 
sender which is legally privileged.  The information is intended for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is 
addressed.  Please do not forward this message without permission.  If you are not the intended recipient or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If 
you have received this transmission in error, please notify us immediately by telephone or return email and destroy the 
original email message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org>
Date: Sun, Jun 28, 2015 at 10:12 PM 
Subject: Critics: PSC commissioner should have skipped Exelon merger vote 
To: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org> 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/md-politics/advocates-md-utilities-commissioner-
shouldve-skipped-pepco-exelon-vote/2015/06/26/4a532150-16bc-11e5-9518-
f9e0a8959f32_story.html

Advocates: Md. utilities 
commissioner should’ve 
skipped Pepco-Exelon 
vote
By Josh Hicks June 26
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Environmental advocates are questioning the hiring of a former Maryland 
utilities commissioner by an industry-backed nonprofit group days after she 
cast the deciding vote in the controversial Pepco-Exelon merger.

The Alliance to Save Energy offered then-Public Service Commission member 
Kelly Speakes-Backman a $200,000-a-year job as a senior vice president on 
May 18, three days after she voted in favor of an acquisition that would make 
Chicago-based Exelon one of the largest utilities in the nation.

The deal, approved 3 to 2, is being challenged in court by the Maryland Office 
of People’s Counsel and at least three advocacy groups, one of which cited the 
hiring of Speakes-Backman among its concerns.

Speakes-Backman said that “there’s no connection there whatsoever” between 
her vote and her new job, adding that her experience and qualifications -  
including more than 20 years working on energy issues -  helped her land the 
position.

“I followed the evidence in front of me,” she said of her vote to approve the 
merger.

Critics say they are uneasy because Exelon is one of many energy companies 
that help bankroll the Alliance and because one of Exelon’s top executives, 
William Von Hoene, is a vice chairman of the Alliance.

Exelon contributed $35,000 to the Alliance last year, or about 0.5 percent of 
its total revenue for that period. In 2013, Exelon donated $90,000, or roughly 
1 percent of the organization’s total revenue for that year. Additionally, Von 
Hoene has provided at least $5,000 annually since 2012.

Speakes-Backman, who was paid $136,000 a year at the commission, applied 
for a job with the Alliance in February after the appointments secretary for 
Gov. Larry Hogan (R) told her that the governor planned to replace her on the 
panel.

Her term had expired in 2014, but Hogan postponed replacing her until after 
the May 15 merger vote to avoid disrupting the commission’s decision-making 
process, said Erin Montgomery, a spokeswoman for the governor.

Speakes-Backman applied to be the Alliance’s senior vice president of policy 
and research on Feb. 26 and interviewed twice for the position in March. She 
said she discovered Exelon’s connection to the Alliance after the second 
interview and decided not to have further discussions with the group because 
of the approaching vote.

[The giant reach of  the Pepco-Exelon merger]

The board approved the merger on a Friday. Later that day, Speakes-Backman 
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called the Alliance and said she was still interested in the job. They sent her an 
offer the following Monday.

Government-accountability groups called the sequence of events problematic. 
“It’s a conflict of interest to make a regulatory decision that impacts a 
company at the same time that you’re negotiating employment with an 
organization that’s affiliated with the company,” said Tyson Slocum of Public 
Citizen, one of the groups challenging the merger in court. “She should have 
recused herself the minute she entered into employment negotiations.”

Speakes-Backman said: “There was no conflict of interest. I had not decided 
where I wanted to go next during the course of the hearings and was still 
considering different options in the energy field. My full obligation at that time 
was to the commission, and to the governor, to stay through the decision of 
the merger as they requested.”

The section of Maryland code that deals with ethics for Public Service 
Commission members does not appear to directly address whether she should 
have abstained from voting.

Robert Erwin, general counsel for the commission, declined to discuss the 
matter, saying that the issue is being reviewed by the Circuit Court and that 
the commission does not comment on pending litigation.

The Alliance said it was “committed to full transparency” about its hiring 
decision, volunteering the amount of Exelon’s donations, e-mails relating to 
the hire, interview dates and the offer letter.

Kateri Callahan, president of the Alliance, said her group chose Speakes-
Backman because “by a wide margin, she had the best credentials and most 
experience among all the candidates.”

--

Mike Tidwell

Director

Chesapeake Climate Action Network

240-460-5838
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Subject: PEPCO/Exelon merger
Date: Fri, 2 Oct 2015 08:55:21 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Cc: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3oCdR6J+1qMK+iwUqRD98LN+i=oe+w1Ks7FgxfyQBzAQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4b49b1cb36d944a09e1b19759108c196

Tony, 
 

It appears that the City and PEPCO may have negotiated a settlement that would support the 
PEPCO/Exelon merger.  Since GSA is a party to the case, PEPCO and the City will want our support for or 
agreement not to oppose any settlement proposed.  In this context, there may be an opportunity in the 
near future for a GSA ask from PEPCO.  Is there anything that you would like from PEPCO of a 
regulatory nature?

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Re: FC1119 revisions
Date: Wed, 4 Nov 2015 07:53:22 -0500
From: Linda Collins - PMAA <lindal.collins@gsa.gov>
To: Richard Butterworth - LR <richard.butterworth@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - Pmaa 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Linda Koman - PMAA 

<linda.koman@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAA8L0Ktu-L6yWhLtc6ocaraRnCuUkwC_Qehzn9usHd4VM1r2Zw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 80256ce626c567e842888b9379950a7b

Rich, 
 

While we do not have an areawide with Excelon the corporate entity that owns

multiply regulated utility companies we do have areawides with Excelon's current

and proposed companies if the merger goes through.

The following is a list of areawides for Excelon's utility companies:

Atlantic City Electric - possible Excelon Co

Baltimore Gas and Electric - Excelon owned

Commonwealth Edison - Excelon owned 
Delmarva Power - possible Excelon Co

Philadelphia Electric Co. (PECO) - Excelon owned 
PEPCO - possible Excelon Co

How can getting Excelon to enter into an areawide, which can only be for 10 years, benefit

the Government in exchange for agreeing to the merger when we have no choice but to take

power, either bundled or in the competitive market the transmission and distribution services.

Maybe I am confused but how is this a deal for the Government?  It does not matter if we have

an areawide with the parent company or the operating companies.

Regards,

Linda 

Linda L. Collins 
Senior Public Utilities Specialist 
Energy Division (PMAA) 
Office of Facilities Management & Services Programs 
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Subject: Energy Central Daily - 10/30/15
Date: Fri, 30 Oct 2015 03:30:00 -0600
From: "Energy Central" <ecdirect-daily@energycentral.com>
To: ken.shutika@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <LYRIS-755786-73516-2015.10.30-03.30.04--

ken.shutika#gsa.gov@mail1.energycentral.com>
MD5: d6e30e67c8ab4c0a913a457478beae70

______________________________________________________________________  
  
  ENERGY CENTRAL - DAILY NEWS - 10/30/15     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  ACCOUNT STATUS!!!    
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  You are currently not subscribed to the Energy Central Professional.  
  Subscribers enjoy even more news and features.  
  
  Follow this link to learn more: http://pro.energycentral.com  
  
  
  
**********************************************************************  
  
   ELECTRIC POWER NEWS - 36 FREE ARTICLES   
  
**********************************************************************  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  TOP ELECTRIC STORIES     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
FROSH PETITIONS COURT TO FORCE RECONSIDERATION OF EXELON-PEPCO MERGER  
  
  Attorney General Brian E. Frosh joined an effort in court  
  Wednesday to require the Maryland Public Service Commission to  
  reconsider its approval of Exelon Corp.'s merger with Pepco  
  Holdings. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37801511  
  
  
TALEN AGREES TO SELL 4TH POWER PLANT TO COMPLY WITH FERC ORDER  
  
  Talen Energy said Thursday it has agreed to sell a fourth power  
  plant as part of its effort to comply with a Federal Energy  
  Regulatory Commission order. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37814272  
  
  
TED KOPPEL WARNS HACKERS COULD TAKE DOWN POWER GRID  
  
  Newsman Ted Koppel is coming to San Diego bearing a prophesy of  
  disaster. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37802109  
  
  
ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP FILES APPEAL TO DEP OVER FIRSTENERGY COAL ASH PERMIT  
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  An environmental group is appealing a permit issued by the state  
  Department of Environmental Protection that would allow  
  FirstEnergy Corp. to ship coal ash by barge from the Bruce  
  Mansfield Power Plant to Greene County. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37813607  
  
  
JUDGE RULES VIDEOTAPE INADMISSIBLE; CROSS EXAMINATION OF BLANCHARD CONTINUES  
  
  A federal judge ruled Wednesday morning a videotape from the  
  August 2009 Hazard Elimination Program rollout meeting is  
  inadmissible. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37801806  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  NORTH AMERICAN NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
TESLA BATTERIES TO POWER IRVINE OFFICE BUILDINGS  
  
  Tesla batteries will soon store energy at as many as two dozen  
  office buildings in Irvine. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37803388  
  
  
XCEL LAUNCHES NORTH DAKOTA'S FIRST UNMANNED AIRCRAFT FOR UTILITY FLIGHT  
  
  Xcel Energy launched North Dakota's first Federal Aviation  
  Administration-sanctioned utility flight of an unmanned aircraft  
  Wednesday. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37804009  
  
  
SOLAR FARM PLANNED BY ALBANY FIRM IN NEWFANE  
  
  An Albany-area developer is poised to create a $900,000 solar farm  
  on 19 acres of industrial-zoned land in Newfane, town officials  
  have announced. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37814176  
  
  
CANADA'S MAJOR SOLAR PLAYERS EXPANDING GLOBALLY  
  
  Canada's few major players in the solar industry are growing up  
  and heading out into the world. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37814307  
  
  
BLUE EARTH ANNOUNCES ACQUISITION OF 13MWP SOLAR PROJECT IN MALHEUR  
COUNTY, OREGON  
  
  Blue Earth Inc. an alternative/renewable power generation  
  solutions company, announced today that it has acquired Moores  
  Hallow Solar, LLC, a 13MWp solar project located in Malheur  
  County, Oregon. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37814308  
  
  
SCATEC SOLAR AND NORFUND TO ACQUIRE LOS PRADOS SOLAR POWER PLANT IN  
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SOUTHERN CHOLUTECA REGION, HONDURAS  
  
  Scatec Solar ASA, a solar power development company, and Norfund,  
  a private equity and venture capital firm, have agreed to acquire  
  Los Prados solar power plant in Southern Choluteca region,  
  Honduras. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37814330  
  
  
US NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION NAMES RESIDENT INSPECTOR FOR PLANT  
VOGTLE EXPANSION  
  
  The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission's Atlanta office has  
  selected Pauline Braxton as a resident inspector for the  
  construction of two new nuclear reactors at Plant Vogtle near  
  Waynesboro, Ga. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37814359  
  
  
UTILITIES RESPONSIBLE FOR HUGE WILDFIRE  
  
  A Sandoval County jury found Wednesday that negligence on the part  
  of two electric utilities resulted in the 156,000-acre Las Conchas  
  Fire, at the time the largest blaze in New Mexico history. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37806252  
  
  
DEAL REACHED ON FATE OF WESTERN NEW YORK NUCLEAR FACILITY  
  
  The struggling R.E. Ginna nuclear facility outside Rochester will  
  be kept open for at least another 18 months after months of  
  closed-door negotiations involving the state and a subsidiary of a  
  utility giant. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37814378  
  
  
ALAMOSA MIGHT GET ITS SECOND SOLAR PLANT  
  
  Alamosa County commissioners gave their conditional approval  
  Wednesday to the second solar plant to come before them in the  
  last month. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37807891  
  
  
BEAVER VALLEY NUCLEAR PLANT REQUIRED TO COMPLETE EARTHQUAKE RISK  
EVALUATION BY 2017  
  
  The list of nuclear plants in the United States required to  
  perform an earthquake risk evaluation has decreased from 33 to 20,  
  although the Beaver Valley Nuclear Power Station remains on that  
  list. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37813606  
  
  
TURKEY POINT CANALS MAY BE TOO SALTY FOR NESTING CROCS  
  
  Turkey Point's hotter and saltier cooling canals have become  
  increasingly inhospitable to the endangered crocodiles that use  
  the sprawling system for a nursery. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37813645  
  
  
EDF ENERGIES NOUVELLES COMMISSIONS SPINNING SPUR 3 WIND FARM IN TEXAS  
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  EDF Energies Nouvelles has announced the commissioning of Spinning  
  Spur 3 wind farm in Texas by its North American subsidiary, EDF  
  Renewable Energy. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37812622  
  
  
PRC OKS $215K TO DEFEND 4 COMMISSIONERS IN HIGH COURT CASE  
  
  The state Public Regulation Commission has approved spending  
  nearly $215,000 on lawyers to represent four commission members an  
  alternative-energy advocacy group is trying to have removed from  
  deliberations over the aging San Juan Generating Station. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37809101  
  
  
COAL ASH DELIVERY BEGINS IN MONCURE  
  
  Duke Energy began delivering the first truckloads of coal ash to  
  the storage site in Moncure Wednesday, according to a company  
  spokesman, who added that the number of daily deliveries is  
  expected to increase in the coming weeks. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37802200  
  
  
OFFICIALS: SOLAR USERS WON'T BE SEPARATE CLASS  
  
  Efforts by El Paso Electric Co. to create a separate rate class  
  for solar residential customers in New Mexico have been halted. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37802308  
  
  
PPL LAUNCHES PROJECT COMPASS TRANSMISSION LINE PROJECT  
  
  Allentown-based PPL Utilities has kicked off its massive Project  
  Compass transmission line project by filing an application with  
  the New York state power grid operator for approval of the first  
  95-mile, $500 million section near Scranton. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37802489  
  
  
DISTRICT ENERGY ST. PAUL GOING COAL-FREE  
  
  The utility that heats and cools downtown St. Paul is phasing out  
  coal in a move that will greatly reduce its carbon emissions. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37803478  
  
  
WARTSILA TO SUPPLY FLEXICYCLE POWER PLANT TO ENERGIA DEL PACIFICO  
  
  Wartsila, a provider of power sources and other equipment in the  
  marine and energy markets, has received a contract to supply a  
  Flexicycle power plant to Energia del Pacifico S.A. in Acajutla,  
  El Salvador. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37803564  
  
  
TENKSOLAR TO REPLACE FAILED EQUIPMENT ON SOLAR POWER ARRAYS  
  
  TenKsolar, a solar panel manufacturer based in Bloomington, says  
  it will reprogram or replace a failed component on about 100  
  recently installed solar power arrays mostly at Minnesota homes. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37803793  
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CONTRACTOR PREPPING LAND FOR 30 NEW WIND TURBINES  
  
  DTE Energy says a contractor is preparing land in Chandler, Oliver  
  and Colfax townships for 30 new wind turbines. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37809977  
  
  
OMU OKS LANDFILL BID FOR COAL ASH DISPOSAL  
  
  Thousands of tons of coal combustion residuals -- CCR, or coal ash  
  -- from the Elmer Smith Station power plant will soon start going  
  to the Daviess County Landfill, following action Wednesday by the  
  Owensboro Municipal Utilities board of directors. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37804302  
  
  
EXELON TO DEFER CLINTON PLANT DECISION FOR 1 YEAR  
  
  Exelon Corp. will defer a decision about its Clinton nuclear plant  
  for one year, but says the plant remains unprofitable. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37812217  
  
  
UPS DEPLOYS 18 NEW ZERO EMISSION ELECTRIC TRUCKS IN TEXAS  
  
  UPS today announced the deployment of 18 electric, zero emission  
  delivery vehicles to the Houston-Galveston area in Texas. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37812262  
  
  
SUNPOWER TO SELL POWER PLANT BUSINESS UNIT'S PROJECTS TO BERKSHIRE HATHAWAY  
  
  SunPower Corporation, engaged in designing, developing,  
  manufacturing and markets solar panels and systems, is planning to  
  sell the projects of its power plant business unit to Berkshire  
  Hathaway Energy, a holding company that provides energy solutions.  
  - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37812812  
  
  
NEW SUBSTATION PLANNED FOR EPIC GROWTH  
  
  Mayo Clinic's partnership with Epic Systems, the largest  
  electronic medical records firm in the United States, is driving  
  the construction of a new $6.1 million Rochester Public Utilities  
  substation. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37801704  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  INTERNATIONAL NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
KENNEDY WIND FARM TO BE CONSTRUCTED IN COMBINATION WITH SOLAR FARM  
  
  Australian wind farm developer Windlab has announced it is  
  expecting to commence construction of a small parcel of the huge  
  1200 megawatt Kennedy Wind Farm within 12 months in conjunction  
  with a solar farm, pending an off-take agreement for the power. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37814177  
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ALSTOM COMPLETES COMMISSIONING OF OFFSHORE SUBSTATION FOR ENBW IN GERMANY  
  
  Alstom has completed the commissioning of the alternate current,  
  or AC, offshore substation for Energie Baden-Wurttemberg, or EnBW,  
  in the windpark EnBW Baltic 2, Germany's second offshore wind farm  
  in the Baltic Sea. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37804511  
  
  
RURAL ENERGY ACCESS AND THE FUTURE OF SMES  
  
  As Nigeria battles to improve the electricity generation and  
  supply nationwide, the recent initiative of the Bank of Industry  
  is one that may not only assist in scaling up energy generation to  
  meet Nigerians' quest for a sustained power supply but help in the  
  promotion of Small and Medium Scale Enterprises nationwide. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37804793  
  
  
MULTIFUEL ENERGY TO INVEST USD460 MILLION IN FERRYBRIDGE MULTIFUEL  
II BIOMASS POWER PLANT IN YORKSHIRE COUNTY, UK  
  
  Multifuel Energy Ltd, a biomass power generation company, has  
  agreed to invest GBP300 million (USD460 million) in the  
  construction and development of Ferrybridge Multifuel II biomass  
  power plant in Knottingley, Yorkshire county, England, UK. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37814364  
  
  
BARBADOS LAUNCHES CARIBBEAN CENTER FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY  
  
  Barbados' government on Wednesday launched the Caribbean Center  
  for Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency, a hub designed for  
  sustainable energy activities and projects within the region and  
  agreed by the Caribbean Community. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=37801340  
  
  
  
  
**********************************************************************  
  
   GAS NEWS - 16 ARTICLES   
  
**********************************************************************  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  TOP GAS STORIES     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
SOUTHWEST GAS MAY RAISE RATES BY NEARLY $30 MILLION  
  
  On Nov. 17, the state Public Utilities Commission will hear  
  testimony on whether Nevadans will see heftier bills from  
  Southwest Gas. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37807081  
  
  
NATURAL GAS RATES COULD FALL TO LOWEST LEVEL IN A DECADE  
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  Joplin residents will see their lowest natural gas rates in a  
  decade if a rate request filed by Missouri Gas Energy is approved  
  by state regulators. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37813893  
  
  
KANSAS EXTENDING FRACKING LIMITS UNTIL AT LEAST MID-MARCH  
  
  State regulators are keeping limits on a practice associated with  
  fracking until at least mid-March 2016 as part of their efforts to  
  decrease the frequency and size of earthquakes in south-central  
  Kansas. - (NewsEdge AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37813911  
  
  
PIPELINE FIRM PLANS FRANKLIN OPEN HOUSE  
  
  The Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, the firm behind the  
  controversial Northeast Energy Direct pipeline project, has  
  advised federal regulators that it will be hosting an "open house"  
  meeting in Franklin, where it plans to locate a 30,000-horsepower  
  compressor station. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37808112  
  
  
TRANSCANADA SUPPORTS STATE BUYOUT IN ALASKA LNG PROJECT  
  
  In what one lawmaker characterized as something of an "exit  
  interview" for TransCanada, an official with the pipeline  
  developer said Wednesday that the company has agreed to leave the  
  $55 billion Alaska LNG project in a "mutual dissolution" with the  
  state. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37802977  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  NORTH AMERICAN NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
ANALYSIS OF RELATIVE PERFORMANCE IN THE GAS UTILITIES INDUSTRY FOR  
SHARES OF QUESTAR (STR, PNY, SWX, GAS, SJI)  
  
  Below are five companies in the Gas Utilities industry that  
  underperformed yesterday on a relative basis. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37806529  
  
  
SHARES OF PG&E UNDERPERFORMED ITS PEERS IN THE MULTI-UTILITIES  
INDUSTRY (PCG, LNT, DTE, WEC, ED)  
  
  Analysis was conducted on the Multi-Utilities industry to measure  
  relative performance to find stocks that have underperformed. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37806667  
  
  
LACLEDE SAYS AVERAGE WINTER BILLS LIKELY $18 LOWER THAN LAST YEAR  
  
  Laclede Gas customers can expect a hefty break in their winter  
  heating bills if regulators approve a lower price for natural gas.  
  - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37812313  
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______________________________________________________________________  
  
  INTERNATIONAL NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
TAP SHAREHOLDERS NOT INTERESTED IN SELLING THEIR STAKES  
  
  Snam S.p.A., an Italian natural gas infrastructure company, is  
  still interested in taking part in the Trans Adriatic Pipeline  
  (TAP), but none of the TAP shareholders has announced an intention  
  to sell a stake, according to the company's CEO, Carlo Malacarne.  
  - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37811147  
  
  
TURKEY EXPRESSES DESIRE TO INVEST IN OIL AND GAS FIELDS IN SUDAN  
  
  The Turkish State has expressed desire to invest in the fields of  
  gas and oil in Sudan. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37807979  
  
  
DEAL SNAPSHOT: SERICA ENERGY GROUP TO ACQUIRE EQUITY IN COLUMBUS GAS FIELD  
  
  UK-based Serica Energy plc has reached an agreement with BG  
  International Ltd. and SSE E/P UK Ltd. for transfer of their  
  equity in that part of Block 23/21a which contains an extension to  
  the Columbus field to the Block 23/16f participants - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37803056  
  
  
FULLY DEBATE NATIONAL PARK FRACKING, URGE GREEN CAMPAIGNERS  
  
  Green campaigners are calling for new legislation allowing  
  fracking under national parks to be subject to full Parliamentary  
  debate, after accusing ministers of "sneaking it in through the  
  back door". - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37814014  
  
  
STEINITZ ASKS ENI CEO TO BUY INTO KARISH AND TANIN  
  
  Minister of National Infrastructure, Energy, and Water Resources  
  Yuval Steinitz met this morning with Claudio Descalzi, CEO of  
  Italian energy giant Eni, one of the world's largest oil and gas  
  companies. - (Knight-Ridder)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37812339  
  
  
INEOS ACQUIRES 25% INTEREST IN CLIPPER SOUTH GAS FIELD IN UK NORTH  
SEA FROM FAIRFIELD ENERGY  
  
  Ineos Group AG, a chemical and oil company through its subsidiary  
  Ineos Upstream, acquired a 25% interest in Clipper South gas  
  field, located in UK North Sea, from Fairfield Energy Holdings  
  limited, an oil and gas exploration company. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37813984  
  
  
DARWIN LNG SALE MAY BE IN PIPELINE  
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  The Darwin Liquefied Natural Gas project could be the next asset  
  in play in the oil and gas space, with suggestions ConocoPhillips  
  could be mulling a potential divestment in its 57 per cent stake,  
  which some believe may be worth more than $2 billion. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37814074  
  
  
LNG PAYMENTS TO STATE COULD REACH U.S.$212 BILLION  
  
  The Mozambican state could gain as much as 212 billion US dollars  
  in taxes, dividends, bonuses and other payments over the lifetime  
  of the liquefied natural gas (LNG) project in Palma, in the  
  northern province of Cabo Delgado, according to the chairperson of  
  the National Hydrocarbon Company (ENH), Omar Mitha. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=37810377  
  
  
  
___________________________________________________________________________  
  
  NEED INFORMATION ON THE POWER INDUSTRY?    
  ENERGY CENTRAL'S GOT IT!      
___________________________________________________________________________  
  
CONFERENCE WATCH  
  The conference watch is a weekly e-mail service and on-line   
  database that lists upcoming industry conferences, seminars, and  
  trade shows. This service is free to all power professionals.  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/events/  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  DIRECTIONS, INFORMATION AND COPYRIGHT NOTICE      
______________________________________________________________________  
  
ABOUT ENERGY CENTRAL'S NEWS SERVICE  
  This news summary service is provided FREE to qualified   
  professionals in the power industry. This news summary may   
  be redistributed provided it is kept in its entirety.  
  
* Visit http://www.energycentral.com/utility/myaccount/ to START, STOP,   
  or CHANGE FORMAT for all of your e-mail subscriptions.  
  
PRESS RELEASES  
  Submit press releases and other news to pr@energycentral.com  
  
SPONSORSHIP AND ADVERTISING  
  For sponsorship or advertising info call sales at 303-782-5510  
  
TO DELIVER YOUR ARTICLES, PAPERS, PROCEEDINGS OR MONOGRAPHS THROUGH  
ENERGY CENTRAL:  
  Energy Central provides a variety of mechanisms for delivery of   
  information to power professionals including this news   
  product, Energy Central Web Site (http://www.energycentral.com),  
  Energy Central Conference Watch(tm), and others. We can deliver  
  your information on a promotional, subscription, or a pay-per-view  
  basis. For more information, contact Steve Drazga at 303-782-5510,  
  sdrazga@energycentral.com.  
  
COPYRIGHT INFORMATION  
  Copyright (c) CyberTech, Inc 1996-2014.   
  Energy Central (r) is a registered trademark of Cybertech,   
  Incorporated.    
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Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Tue, 13 Oct 2015 11:59:14 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1zQPu=Mys_02Hq4omNpD_1NYTuoyqEfRTTW+XGXv4vgA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: fb60cfdad166253c73eaeffc3f89eca7

Works here. 
 

On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 11:35 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

2 pm works.  Thank you 

On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 11:28 AM, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lariza--can we do a call at 2pm?  I have a filing I would like to get in before then.  Thanks

On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 9:56 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

John,    I hope you had a wonderful weekend.  Let us know if you are available today  for a call.  We 
need to give you an update.  We need to file a motion regarding the proposed schedule.  the deadline 
to file a motion is October 16.  Please contact us at your earliest convenience.  Thank you.  Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 5:53 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

Mark,

John Tobey has been assigned to help you with this matter. I believe Lariza and Ken are familiar with 
John. I believe he may have attended at least one meeting with Lariza and Ken at Pepco's offices. 

If you should have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thanks,

Leonard 

Regards,

Lenny 

Sent from my iPhone
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On Oct 9, 2015, at 1:03 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard,

Thanks for coordinating with Catherine.  We look forward to her response.

Mark

Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 11:19 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI

 

 
 

 

 

  

  
 

 
 

 

   

 

 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, 
please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
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Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <
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Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,
Â 
Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated 
October 8, 2015.
Â 
Â 
Thank you,
Â 
Mavis Oudkerk
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Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Tue, 13 Oct 2015 11:35:48 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXukUFH9GL0CmY32yf9s=b0o50DqRiGdw-8PcOO9tuoUw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: cd783a0c74bc6e6fc8c78c80687b1537

2 pm works.  Thank you  
 

On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 11:28 AM, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lariza--can we do a call at 2pm?  I have a filing I would like to get in before then.  Thanks

On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 9:56 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

John,    I hope you had a wonderful weekend.  Let us know if you are available today  for a call.  We 
need to give you an update.  We need to file a motion regarding the proposed schedule.  the deadline 
to file a motion is October 16.  Please contact us at your earliest convenience.  Thank you.  Lariza

 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 9, 2015, at 1:03 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard,
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Thanks for coordinating with Catherine.  We look forward to her response.

Mark

Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 11:19 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI

 

 
 

 

 

  

  
 

 
 

 

   

 

 

 

----- Original Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
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yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone
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On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,
Â 
Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated 
October 8, 2015.
Â 
Â 
Thank you,
Â 
Mavis Oudkerk
Regulatory Docket Specialist
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800
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Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Tue, 13 Oct 2015 09:56:15 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWh1h=y-JTqae-ZwxHOOq1eugbBkFW-vvo7FUdkdSgDfg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 5bd9d8b5beecd2409551a1095555461d

John,    I hope you had a wonderful weekend.  Let us know if you are available today  for a call.  We need 
to give you an update.  We need to file a motion regarding the proposed schedule.  the deadline to file a 
motion is October 16.  Please contact us at your earliest convenience.  Thank you.  Lariza
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 5:53 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

Mark,

John Tobey has been assigned to help you with this matter. I believe Lariza and Ken are familiar with 
John. I believe he may have attended at least one meeting with Lariza and Ken at Pepco's offices. 

If you should have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thanks,

Leonard 

Regards,

Lenny 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 9, 2015, at 1:03 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard,

Thanks for coordinating with Catherine.  We look forward to her response.

Mark
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Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 11:19 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI

 

 
 

 

 

  

  
 

 
 

  

----- Original Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
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Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.
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Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,
Â 
Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated 
October 8, 2015.
Â 
Â 
Thank you,
Â 
Mavis Oudkerk
Regulatory Docket Specialist
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800
Washington, DC 20005
202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax
moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org
  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
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On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 5:53 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark,

John Tobey has been assigned to help you with this matter. I believe Lariza and Ken are familiar with 
John. I believe he may have attended at least one meeting with Lariza and Ken at Pepco's offices. 

If you should have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thanks,

Leonard 

Regards,

Lenny 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 9, 2015, at 1:03 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard,

Thanks for coordinating with Catherine.  We look forward to her response.

Mark
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On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 11:19 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI

 

 
 

 

 

  

  
 

 
 

  

----- Original Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)

(b) (5)

(b) (5)

mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
mailto:dgoinspmg@verizon.net
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza
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On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

 

 

Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,
Â 
Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated 
October 8, 2015.
Â 
Â 
Thank you,
Â 
Mavis Oudkerk
Regulatory Docket Specialist
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800
Washington, DC 20005
202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax
moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org
  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
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--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Tue, 13 Oct 2015 05:53:22 -0400
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <-4878987400911250708@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 1a350619a2d4c3827111f8a9aa416f5d

Mark, 
 

John Tobey has been assigned to help you with this matter. I believe Lariza and Ken are familiar with 
John. I believe he may have attended at least one meeting with Lariza and Ken at Pepco's offices. 

If you should have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thanks,

Leonard 

Regards,

Lenny 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 9, 2015, at 1:03 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard,

Thanks for coordinating with Catherine.  We look forward to her response.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 12:52 PM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lariza,

I will be leaving for a Mediation in Atlanta on Monday.  The Mediation is to take place Tuesday and 
Wednesday.  I sent Catherine an email to see if someone can help you coordinate with the intervenors 
Dennis mentioned.

Leonard

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 11:19 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 

 
 

 

 

  

  
 

 
 

 

  

 
 

 

immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
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about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza
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Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'  

 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'ra
< , "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 

 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,
Â 
Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated 
October 8, 2015.
Â 
Â 
Thank you,
Â 
Mavis Oudkerk
Regulatory Docket Specialist
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800
Washington, DC 20005
202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax
moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org
  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the attorney/client 
privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.

--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  
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On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 12:03 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote:

Leonard,

Thanks for coordinating with Catherine.  We look forward to her response.

Mark

 
 

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 11:19 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI
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Phone: 

 

----- Original Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)

(b) (5)
(b) (5)

mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
mailto:dgoinspmg@verizon.net
mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 
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Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 13:03:18 -0400
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKMRu0=Yz95XJ016eAQxEQEwPq46UVjk+-xHcBiZf7y2SA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 26f35193f96265cb934fd4fbf9b5f5cf

Leonard, 
 

Thanks for coordinating with Catherine.  We look forward to her response.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 12:52 PM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 11:19 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
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From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
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Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

All,
Â 
Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated 
October 8, 2015.
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Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 09:28:18 -0400
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKO-oC+-6g6tskHnm=QCGx4-goRC9SHU1EEig-YZScNt2A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9499b33bf62b86ca8f4a374db5a7920c

Lariza, 
 

Ken is on leave today.  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark,  We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).  There are about 
 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.  The company has filed a 
request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.  The commission is seeking input from all parties 
regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.  We need to file a motion to oppose the schedule as 
proposed by the company.  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; we want to 
ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies interest.  
Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, microgrids, net 
metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.  We need to have the opportunity to 
participate, and provide input.  We want to get approval to file a motion to comment on the proposed 
schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.  Are you on leave today? If you are not can 
you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course of action for GSA.  Thank you. 
 Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you. 
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Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>,  
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'  
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, " " 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 

 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,
 
Attached please find  the Commission  Order No. 18000, issued  in  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.
 
 
Thank you,
 
Mavis Oudkerk
Regulatory Docket Specialist
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800
Washington, DC 20005
202-626-5150 Office |  202-393-1389 Fax
moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

--

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

mailto:leonard.lucas@gsa.gov
http://www.dcpsc.org
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 09:12:36 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWpQ8yur-ahxxucjZHs7zNma9TgtygWLpG1uP=_e22vHw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b59300db576481af0b1960ab24c90cf0

Mark,  We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).  There are about 
 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.  The company has filed a 
request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.  The commission is seeking input from all parties 
regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.  We need to file a motion to oppose the schedule as 
proposed by the company.  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; we want to 
ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies interest.  Reasonable 
cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, microgrids, net metering, solar , 
battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.  We need to have the opportunity to participate, and 
provide input.  We want to get approval to file a motion to comment on the proposed schedule. We 
need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.  Are you on leave today? If you are not can you contact 
me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course of action for GSA.  Thank you.  Lariza
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you. 

Dennis, this is what I was 

16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.
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Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'  
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'je
< , "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<   
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'r " 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 

 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,
 
Attached please find  the Commission  Order No. 18000, issued  in  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.
 
 
Thank you,
 
Mavis Oudkerk
Regulatory Docket Specialist
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800
Washington, DC 20005
202-626-5150 Office |  202-393-1389 Fax
moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--
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Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 12:19:34 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Leonardv Lucas (LR)" 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUwcaJJQfjemX_v0_RMBhLL8nLeQ-ZsUdn2hiE1_EFsFQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4f8988d84898da80a51a11ae377f612b

FYI 
 

 
 

 
 

 

  

  
 

 
 

 

   

 

 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, 
please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message -----  

  

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
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funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.
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Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "

 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "

'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 

 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,
Â 
Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated 
October 8, 2015.
Â 
Â 
Thank you,
Â 
Mavis Oudkerk
Regulatory Docket Specialist
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800
Washington, DC 20005
202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax
moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org
  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
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recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 
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From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,
Â 
Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated 
October 8, 2015.
Â 
Â 
Thank you,
Â 
Mavis Oudkerk
Regulatory Docket Specialist
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800
Washington, DC 20005
202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax
moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org
  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 11:52:50 -0500
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAJR8MYvpJ1fJbfo8wFExPus8D4Yg=c5qxFWjvPw7Th27NRQ6SA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3059c503b0e835d51447de30f65ebf6c

Lariza, 
 

I will be leaving for a Mediation in Atlanta on Monday.  The Mediation is to take place Tuesday and 
Wednesday.  I sent Catherine an email to see if someone can help you coordinate with the intervenors 
Dennis mentioned.

Leonard

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 11:19 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
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Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 
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Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 09:43:43 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiW78ragdusoai_KO9CYqpWCNOuiwJ9Rxu9nvMNcoRm5Tw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ce58a41c4411e6c4efbf25e5111c4729

Mark,Thank you we will send a request to legal.  Lariza 

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark,  We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).  There are about 
 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.  The company has filed a 
request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.  The commission is seeking input from all parties 
regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.  We need to file a motion to oppose the schedule as 
proposed by the company.  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; we want to 
ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies interest.  
Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, microgrids, net 
metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.  We need to have the opportunity to 
participate, and provide input.  We want to get approval to file a motion to comment on the proposed 
schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.  Are you on leave today? If you are not can 
you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course of action for GSA.  Thank you. 
 Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.  

Sent from my iPhone
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On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you. 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'j " 

 "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "

 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "

>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 

 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,
 
Attached please find  the Commission  Order No. 18000, issued  in  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.
 
 
Thank you,
 
Mavis Oudkerk
Regulatory Docket Specialist
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800
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Subject: Notification: Pepco / Exelon Merger @ Wed Oct 7, 2015 11am - 11:30am 
(ken.shutika@gsa.gov)

Date: Wed, 07 Oct 2015 14:49:53 +0000
From: Google Calendar <calendar-notification@google.com>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <001a1140e71efae480052184db23@google.com>
MD5: 44c42d0f55ee75db338a78b4d0acc094

 

more details »

Pepco / Exelon Merger

There were no convenient conference rooms available at this time.

When Wed Oct 7, 2015 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time

Where PBS Commissioner's Suite - Collaboration Table or 
Quiet Room (map)

Calendar ken.shutika@gsa.gov

Who x2022; michael.gelber@gsa.gov 

- organizer

x2022; lauren.hanna@gsa.gov - 

creator

x2022; ken.shutika@gsa.gov
x2022; diana.vaughan@gsa.gov

x2022;
lariza.sepulveda@gsa.go
v

Going?   Yes - Maybe - No    more options »

Invitation from Google Calendar

You are receiving this email at the account ken.shutika@gsa.gov because you are subscribed 
for notifications on calendar ken.shutika@gsa.gov.

To stop receiving these emails, please log in to https://www.google.com/calendar/ and change 
your notification settings for this calendar.

Forwarding this invitation could allow any recipient to modify your RSVP response. Learn 
More.

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

https://www.google.com/calendar/event?action=VIEW&eid=aWhhaDF0c3RtaDVjbG9zcm52amE1ZmFmdG8ga2VuLnNodXRpa2FAZ3NhLmdvdg&tok=MjIjbWljaGFlbC5nZWxiZXJAZ3NhLmdvdjgzNmJlODU2MTcxNjhhNTc3NjAxNTlhNDZhODAxNjQ3ZjMwM2FmODU&ctz=America/New_York&hl=en
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https://www.google.com/calendar/event?action=RESPOND&eid=aWhhaDF0c3RtaDVjbG9zcm52amE1ZmFmdG8ga2VuLnNodXRpa2FAZ3NhLmdvdg&rst=2&tok=MjIjbWljaGFlbC5nZWxiZXJAZ3NhLmdvdjgzNmJlODU2MTcxNjhhNTc3NjAxNTlhNDZhODAxNjQ3ZjMwM2FmODU&ctz=America/New_York&hl=en
https://www.google.com/calendar/event?action=VIEW&eid=aWhhaDF0c3RtaDVjbG9zcm52amE1ZmFmdG8ga2VuLnNodXRpa2FAZ3NhLmdvdg&tok=MjIjbWljaGFlbC5nZWxiZXJAZ3NhLmdvdjgzNmJlODU2MTcxNjhhNTc3NjAxNTlhNDZhODAxNjQ3ZjMwM2FmODU&ctz=America/New_York&hl=en
https://www.google.com/calendar/
https://www.google.com/calendar/
https://support.google.com/calendar/answer/37135#forwarding
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Pepco/Exelon merger
Date: Wed, 7 Oct 2015 08:45:30 -0500
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <-2418260560969406494@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 3ec83b27418020f65e754268f8683cc8

I am on 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:42 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Call in: 866-620-7248

Passcode:  7952078

On Wed, Oct 7, 2015 at 9:33 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

We can talk now. I am in the car. Can someone send a call in number? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:16 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA?

On Wed, Oct 7, 2015 at 9:02 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Will 10 AM work? 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Pepco/Exelon merger
Date: Wed, 7 Oct 2015 09:42:09 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1ZtCbdVwUDeeBsV_4JE2dQFUOpSi=RsXSX68j4Q5fWLg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d8a397655b2a580a31fa1eff1b8ced95

 

On Wed, Oct 7, 2015 at 9:33 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

We can talk now. I am in the car. Can someone send a call in number? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:16 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA?

On Wed, Oct 7, 2015 at 9:02 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Will 10 AM work? 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 
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On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:16 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA?

On Wed, Oct 7, 2015 at 9:02 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Will 10 AM work? 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: 10 am call Pepco/Exelon merger
Date: Wed, 7 Oct 2015 09:32:35 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXnEh24eD6ggZbuA1hSmQiBs4NjgsnyYpiakiaiog75Dw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f0a2c106ddde655a6332110beee7b070

Dennis are you available to join on a 10 am call? 
 

Lariza

On Wednesday, October 7, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

I called. I never heard back from them. Fran was not the attorney they referred me to. It was Jeffers. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:16 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA?

On Wed, Oct 7, 2015 at 9:02 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Will 10 AM work? 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:16 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA?

On Wed, Oct 7, 2015 at 9:02 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Will 10 AM work? 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 
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On Wed, Oct 7, 2015 at 9:02 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Will 10 AM work? 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)

(b) (5)

(b) (5)
(b) (5)

mailto:leonard.lucas@gsa.gov
mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault
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Subject: Slight update
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 11:21:06 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1T=K-iX+O-juVmSsU9x1xqZ_PqQfbnYZxHmN2Ea4Up2A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 982228cfbb0e569c0251732aa8b8ce40
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015.docx 

Lariza, 
 

Attached is a slightly modified version of our document.  

Ken 
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kimberly Kooles <kkooles@kfwlaw.com>
Date: Tue, Jun 23, 2015 at 2:14 PM 
Subject: PECO - Distribution Rate Proceeding - Docket No. R-2015-2468981 - TASC Direct Testimony 
To: angeljones@pa.gov
Cc: David Wooley <dwooley@kfwlaw.com>, "jfinnigan@edf.org" <jfinnigan@edf.org>, 
"ttran@clsphila.org" <ttran@clsphila.org>, "abakare@mwn.com" <abakare@mwn.com>, 
"etriscari@pa.gov" <etriscari@pa.gov>, "rballenger@clsphila.org" <rballenger@clsphila.org>, 
"jpickens@clsphila.org" <jpickens@clsphila.org>, "mpanfil@edf.org" <mpanfil@edf.org>, 
"etrinkle@mwn.com" <etrinkle@mwn.com>, "phikirchne@pa.gov" <phikirchne@pa.gov>, 
"colinscott@pa.gov" <colinscott@pa.gov>, "abeatty@paoca.org" <abeatty@paoca.org>, 
"cmincavage@mwn.com" <cmincavage@mwn.com>, "pulp@palegalaid.net" <pulp@palegalaid.net>, 
"jennejohns@pa.gov" <jennejohns@pa.gov>, "dasmus@pa.gov" <dasmus@pa.gov>, 
"jocelyn.g.hill@phila.gov" <jocelyn.g.hill@phila.gov>, "bpierce@paoca.org" <bpierce@paoca.org>, 
"cappleby@paoca.org" <cappleby@paoca.org>, "scott.schwarz@phila.gov" <scott.schwarz@phila.gov>, 
"sandra.doyle.mcmanus@phila.gov" <sandra.doyle.mcmanus@phila.gov>, "j.barry.davis@phila.gov" 
<j.barry.davis@phila.gov>, "bhartung@cleanair.org" <bhartung@cleanair.org>, 
"kathleen.barksdale@gsa.gov" <kathleen.barksdale@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "joe_minott@cleanair.org" <joe_minott@cleanair.org>, "Botak, Amy:(PECO)" 
<Amy.Botak@exeloncorp.com>, "lwelde@cleanair.org" <lwelde@cleanair.org>, 
"sstoner@eckertseamans.com" <sstoner@eckertseamans.com>, "dclearfield@eckertseamans.com" 
<dclearfield@eckertseamans.com>, "mszybist@nrdc.org" <mszybist@nrdc.org>, 
"dodell@eckertseamans.com" <dodell@eckertseamans.com>, "roger@fsconline.com" 
<roger@fsconline.com>, "langeland@pennfuture.org" <langeland@pennfuture.org>, "DeCusatis, 
Anthony:(BSC)" <adecusatis@morganlewis.com>, "Preate, Andrea M:(BSC)" <apreate-
regni@morganlewis.com>, "watkinsg@tai-econ.com" <watkinsg@tai-econ.com>, 
" <  "excel.consulting@sbcglobal.net" 
<excel.consulting@sbcglobal.net>, "djeffron@aol.com" <djeffron@aol.com>, "Gallo, Tabitha 
Jean:(PECO)" <Tabitha.Gallo@exeloncorp.com>, "Garfinkle, Jack Robert:(PECO)" 
<Jack.Garfinkle@exeloncorp.com>, "david.parcell@tai-econ.com" <david.parcell@tai-econ.com>, 
"Mcglinn, Brooke E.:(BSC)" <bmcglinn@morganlewis.com>, "Swerling, Michael S:(PECO)" 
<Michael.Swerling@exeloncorp.com>, "Vasudevan, Catherine G.:(BSC)" 
<cvasudevan@morganlewis.com>, "Smith, Ward L:(PECO)" <ward.smith@exeloncorp.com>, "Diaz Jr, 
Romulo L:(PECO)" <Romulo.Diaz@exeloncorp.com>, "Gadsden, Thomas P." 
<tgadsden@morganlewis.com>, Jacob Schlesinger <jschlesinger@kfwlaw.com> 

 

Dear Honorable Angela T. Jones,

Please find attached the Direct  Testimony  of  Steven  Gabel  on  Behalf  of  The  Alliance  for  
Solar  Choice,  and its corresponding Exhibits. Hard copies of these materials will follow 
by mail.

Sincerely, 

Kim Kooles

Kimberly Kooles, LEED Green Associate 

Research 
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AnalystKeyes, Fox & Wiedman LLP

Distributed Generation & Renewable Energy Law

(919) 825-3344| kkooles@kfwlaw.com | www.kfwlaw.com 

This electronic message transmission contains information from this law firm which may be 
confidential or privileged. The information is intended for the use of the individual or entity 
named above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, 
distribution or use of the contents of this information is prohibited.  If you have received this 
electronic transmission in error, please notify me at (919) 
825-3344 or kkooles@kfwlaw.com immediately.

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944
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Subject: merger
Date: Wed, 28 Oct 2015 20:31:19 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <DC6CB10B6EDA4824A1163662496CC078@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 6a6e9e3918ee116e04f593d7f4e62a40
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

pls see attachment    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: For today's 9 am meeting
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 06:57:39 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: stephen.sakach@gsa.gov, Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CABVpc59iF-mDdz4PV+oZNrjw=J5Y+XAqy87j2fx_povaTP_OiA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d61da2b0f11f2f5345d1d0c7da8d4631
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

Attached is the  Economic Impact analysis for your review.  Lariza  
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Subject: Re: FC1119 revisions
Date: Tue, 3 Nov 2015 14:28:52 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <
Bcc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0tf2dC6MRyMHRH=BEjpmfr75Bo3ipyiRbaQ-Ydi38VRg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b999b0bada5a42c22f62288ce1292465
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 30 2015.doc 

John, 
 

Here is a non-track change version.

Ken

On Tue, Nov 3, 2015 at 2:19 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi John, for internal review only attached is a draft of the items we will discuss tomorrow at 4 pm.  

Can you confirm with Pete that we are available at 4 pm.

Thank you in advance.

Lariza 
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Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a Web page.

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street N.W., Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20005
202-626-5120

www.dcpsc.org

 
Press Release

 
For Immediate Release: August 25, 2015
 
Contact: Kellie Armstead Didigu, Media Relations Specialist
Email: kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
Office: 202-626-5124

 

Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application
 

(Washington, D.C.)  Today, the Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia (“Commission”) 
voted to deny an application for acquisition of Pepco Holdings, Inc. (PHI) by Exelon Corporation as not 
being in the public interest. In determining whether the Proposed Merger is in the public interest pursuant to 
D.C. Code §§ 34-504 and 34-1001, the Commission first considered the effect of the Proposed Merger 
transaction on each of the seven public interest factors.  This included the effects of the transaction on 
ratepayers and shareholders, on competition in the local retail and wholesale markets and on conservation 
of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.  In doing so, the Commission identified how 
the effects of the Proposed Merger on each of the seven public interest factors would benefit or harm the 
public (including Pepco, District ratepayers, and the District community).  The Commission then used its 
findings to assess the transaction as a whole.  The Commission concluded that, taken as a whole, the 
transaction as proposed by Exelon and Pepco is not in the public interest. In a separate opinion, 
Commissioner Phillips concurred in part and dissented in part.
 
Exelon announced its purchase of PHI, the parent company of the Potomac Electric Power Company 
(“Pepco”), on April 30, 2014, and the application seeking a change of control was filed on June 18, 2014.  
Parties to the proceeding included the Office of the People’s Counsel, the District of Columbia 
Government, the Apartment and Office Building Association of Metropolitan Washington, D.C. Solar 
United Neighborhood, District of Columbia Water and Sewer Authority, the General Services 
Administration, GRID2.0 Working Group, and others.  Over 3,000 residents, non-profits and small 
businesses submitted written testimony on the merger, both in support and in opposition.  In addition, the 
Commission held four community hearings in which 178 participants submitted testimony.  Further, the 
Commission received comments from 26 Advisory Neighborhood Commissions and several members of 
the D.C. Council.
 
Chairman Kane stated, “The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus 
solely on providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses and 
institutions.  The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the merger would 
move us in the opposite direction.”
 
Commissioner Fort agreed, stating that “The Proposed Merger would diminish Pepco’s ability to directly 
raise issues that address the needs of District ratepayers while posing regulatory challenges for the 
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Commission and the interested parties who participate in Commission proceedings.”
 
Commissioner Phillips stated, “I agree with my colleagues that the merger application as filed is a bad deal 
for the District.  However, I am disappointed in the loss of the many opportunities that could have achieved 
benefits for our local communities and across the region.”
 
In other jurisdictions, the application for the merger of PHI and Exelon has been approved, including 
Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. The only 
jurisdiction to deny the application is the District of Columbia.  Pepco and Exelon have 30 days to ask the 
Commission to reconsider its decision.
 
 

The Public Service Commission of  the District of  Columbia is an independent agency established by 
Congress in 1913 to regulate electric, natural gas, and telecommunications companies in the District of  

Columbia.
 

###

 
 

 
Update your subscriptions, modify your e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 
Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 
problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. All other inquiries can 
be directed to dcdocs@dc.gov.
This service is provided to you at no charge by the District of Columbia.

This message has been sent by the District of Columbia · Washington, D.C. 20004

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  
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wireless communication to a broader range of self-powered Internet of Things (IoT) sensor 
solutions.
These solutions use the surrounding environment as their energy source, making battery-
less connected devices a reality.
"We are very excited that the EnOcean Alliance is bringing its energy harvesting expertise 
and widely deployed device profiles into the ZigBee 3.0 ecosystem," said Tobin 
Richardson, president and CEO of the ZigBee Alliance. "Our goal with ZigBee 3.0 is to 
provide a unifying IoT standard that simplifies product development while reducing 
industry fragmentation and unlocking new market growth opportunities. This agreement 
with the EnOcean Alliance is a first important step down that path."
A jointly developed specification for the ZigBee 3.0 ecosystem will bring the promise of 
interoperable self-powered IoT solutions to more markets and applications, meeting 
growing demand for plug-and-play solutions that can deliver seamless, ultra-low-power 
battery-less communication.
"This is a major next step on the way to an interoperable IoT, from two industry-leading 
organizations combining their expertise and influence to help make this vision a reality," 
said Graham Martin, chairman of the EnOcean Alliance. "The globally available 2.4 GHz 
frequency is the key to the consumer market. We look forward to working with the ZigBee 
Alliance, one of the most experienced organizations in this field, to define the technical 
specifications for worldwide energy harvesting wireless solutions based on this worldwide 
standard. This will give our members access to new regions and additional fields of 
applications to grow their business for self-powered innovations. It perfectly adds to the 
EnOcean Alliance's established market of smart buildings in the sub-1 GHz frequency, 
which will continue to be a major focus for us, bringing field-proven and interoperable 
energy harvesting solutions to new areas of use. This is a significant win for the complete 
wireless community."
This technical cooperation agreement will build on the EnOcean Alliance's already strong 
position with more than 1,500 interoperable products available for home and commercial 
building automation, and expand it bringing energy harvesting wireless communication to 
many more applications in the IoT and consumer arenas. It will also take advantage of the 
newly ratified ZigBee 3.0 standard, which enables battery-less devices to securely join 
networks across a variety of energy harvesting applications. As a result, the industry will 
have new opportunities for creating intelligently connected buildings and developing other 
solutions across a variety of applications.
The collaboration is also designed to provide a foundation to seamlessly bring data to the 
IoT frameworks of other industry initiatives, in order to facilitate interoperable 
communication from the sensor to the cloud.
A Technical Task Force will be built of ZigBee Alliance and EnOcean Alliance 
representatives to define the technical specifications required to combine standardized 
EnOcean Equipment Profiles (EEP) with the ZigBee 3.0 solution, which operates in the 
worldwide IEEE 802.15.4 2.4 GHz standard.
The alliances plan to complete definition of this technical specification and share details of 
associated collaborative marketing and business activities in the second quarter of 2016.
For more: 
 - see this article
Related articles:
 Wireless controls driving shift in building, energy-efficiency markets
 Utilities forming partnerships to enter the connected home
Read more about: Zigbee Alliance, Internet of Things
 back to top
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Subject: Re: GSA Daily News Brief 12.18.15
Date: Mon, 21 Dec 2015 13:35:52 -0700
From: Sharon Conger - PMAA <sharon.conger@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-670630226029256462@unknownmsgid>
MD5: abdf5388d07375c4d62870afd6a0b6cf

Merry Christmas! 

Sharon 

On Dec 21, 2015, at 6:57 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Back in the news again.  A better story this time.  It does tend to take over day-to-day activity and then 
you get a lot more scrutiny and oversight.  We can talk about that but the same party that has scuttled 
the NCR project for you is active with us too.  The press interest probably keeps ours moving forward at 
this point.  Talk to you soon.  How are you feeling?

Ken

On Fri, Dec 18, 2015 at 11:04 AM, Sharon Conger - PMAA <sharon.conger@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wow- you guys are making waves!  Good job getting the Govt and tax payers a better deal! 

Sharon Conger

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "GSA News Clips" <gsain@notify.gsa.gov> 
Date: December 18, 2015 at 8:18:00 AM MST 
To: sharon.conger@gsa.gov
Subject: GSA Daily News Brief 12.18.15
Reply-To: gsain@notify.gsa.gov

Today's Clips

l Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)

l Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington Business 
Journal)

l Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)

l IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)

l Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington Post)

l Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)
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Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)

Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)
The General Services Administration says it will save $5 million by adding solar power systems on the rooftops of 
18 federal buildings next year using a form of private sector partnership known as a power purchase agreement.

GSA awarded a contract this week to Washington, D.C.-based public utility company WGL Holdings Inc. to 
construct the solar panels on buildings in the capital that house "federal and quasi federal agencies," 
according to an agency announcement by Ron Allard, energy branch chief for GSA's National Capital Region. 
At a price of less than $0.04 per kilowatt-hour, a significant reduction from the traditional grid power price of 
$0.11 per kwh, GSA estimates it will save participating agencies more than $5 million over the term of the 
contract.

Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington 
Business Journal)
The General Services Administration may combine two major space needs for the National Institutes of 
Health into one, creating a secondary NIH campus in Maryland that could contain more than a half-million square 
feet.

On Dec. 10, the GSA posted a presollicitation with FedBizOpps.gov for up to 539,000 square feet in either 
Montgomery or Prince George's counties, a potentially lucrative deal for the winning bidder at a time when 
vacancy rates are significantly elevated in both suburban Maryland and Northern Virginia.

Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)
CLEARWATER -  The Community Redevelopment Agency passed a resolution 3-2 on Monday requesting that 
the United States Postal Service close the downtown office on Cleveland Street so the city can buy the historic 
building for retail or commercial use.
IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)
At a recent gathering of contracting professionals, the discussion ranged well beyond acquisition. Federal officials 
held forth on millenials in the workforce, improvements to the government's main recruiting site, and the 
possibility of revamping FedRAMP.

When the General Services Administration developed the Federal Risk and Authorization Management 
Program four years ago to vet the security of cloud products and services, the cloud landscape was much 
smaller.  While dozens of different services and providers are now FedRAMP-certified, there have 
been complaints that the process creates bottlenecks and yields fewer benefits than originally promised.

Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington 
Post)
The U.S. agency that pays the government’s electric bills and is the largest consumer of energy in the nation’s 
capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it provides a better 
deal for U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed merger of D.C.-based Pepco and 
Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon fails a key test: to treat large energy users -  like the federal 
government -  fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at the expense of federal 
taxpayers and, therefore, “should be found not to be in the public interest” unless changes are made, the 
agency said in the filings reviewed by The Washington Post.

Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)
The Senate late Wednesday passed legislation creating an office to monitor what agencies charge to government-
issued credit cards.

The Saving Federal Dollars Through Better Use of Government Purchase and Travel Cards Act of 2015, 
introduced by Sen. Tom Carper (D-Del.) in June, passed by unanimous consent.

The bill directs the General Services Administration (GSA) to establish an Office of Federal Charge Card 
Analytics and Review (OFCCAR) that will be charged with improving the use and oversight of purchases 
made by federal agencies and programs.

Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)
Supercomputers are the supermodels of the IT world – sought after, larger than life, high intensity and with a 
career lifespan of about five years. But when the younger, faster set plugs in, the old is out. And with everyone 
focused on the latest models (pun intended), do these expensive -- think multiyear contracts in the $50 million 
range -- and still-viable systems get put out with the trash?

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may have 
missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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Subject: Re: GSA Daily News Brief 12.18.15
Date: Mon, 21 Dec 2015 13:35:40 -0700
From: Sharon Conger - PMAA <sharon.conger@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <6187029203638643580@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 48cf4df73a41076a9db56e0b15a3f4f1

Feeling ok. I'm still sore but I guess that is to be expected. NCR is playing games on my deal now. This 
helps me keep it all in perspective.  

Sharon 

On Dec 21, 2015, at 6:57 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Back in the news again.  A better story this time.  It does tend to take over day-to-day activity and then 
you get a lot more scrutiny and oversight.  We can talk about that but the same party that has scuttled 
the NCR project for you is active with us too.  The press interest probably keeps ours moving forward at 
this point.  Talk to you soon.  How are you feeling?

Ken

On Fri, Dec 18, 2015 at 11:04 AM, Sharon Conger - PMAA <sharon.conger@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wow- you guys are making waves!  Good job getting the Govt and tax payers a better deal! 

Sharon Conger

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "GSA News Clips" <gsain@notify.gsa.gov> 
Date: December 18, 2015 at 8:18:00 AM MST 
To: sharon.conger@gsa.gov
Subject: GSA Daily News Brief 12.18.15
Reply-To: gsain@notify.gsa.gov

Today's Clips

l Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)

l Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington Business 
Journal)

l Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)

l IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)

l Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington Post)
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Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)

l Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)

Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)
The General Services Administration says it will save $5 million by adding solar power systems on the rooftops of 
18 federal buildings next year using a form of private sector partnership known as a power purchase agreement.

GSA awarded a contract this week to Washington, D.C.-based public utility company WGL Holdings Inc. to 
construct the solar panels on buildings in the capital that house "federal and quasi federal agencies," 
according to an agency announcement by Ron Allard, energy branch chief for GSA's National Capital Region. 
At a price of less than $0.04 per kilowatt-hour, a significant reduction from the traditional grid power price of 
$0.11 per kwh, GSA estimates it will save participating agencies more than $5 million over the term of the 
contract.

Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington 
Business Journal)
The General Services Administration may combine two major space needs for the National Institutes of 
Health into one, creating a secondary NIH campus in Maryland that could contain more than a half-million square 
feet.

On Dec. 10, the GSA posted a presollicitation with FedBizOpps.gov for up to 539,000 square feet in either 
Montgomery or Prince George's counties, a potentially lucrative deal for the winning bidder at a time when 
vacancy rates are significantly elevated in both suburban Maryland and Northern Virginia.

Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)
CLEARWATER -  The Community Redevelopment Agency passed a resolution 3-2 on Monday requesting that 
the United States Postal Service close the downtown office on Cleveland Street so the city can buy the historic 
building for retail or commercial use.
IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)
At a recent gathering of contracting professionals, the discussion ranged well beyond acquisition. Federal officials 
held forth on millenials in the workforce, improvements to the government's main recruiting site, and the 
possibility of revamping FedRAMP.

When the General Services Administration developed the Federal Risk and Authorization Management 
Program four years ago to vet the security of cloud products and services, the cloud landscape was much 
smaller.  While dozens of different services and providers are now FedRAMP-certified, there have 
been complaints that the process creates bottlenecks and yields fewer benefits than originally promised.

Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington 
Post)
The U.S. agency that pays the government’s electric bills and is the largest consumer of energy in the nation’s 
capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it provides a better 
deal for U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed merger of D.C.-based Pepco and 
Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon fails a key test: to treat large energy users -  like the federal 
government -  fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at the expense of federal 
taxpayers and, therefore, “should be found not to be in the public interest” unless changes are made, the 
agency said in the filings reviewed by The Washington Post.

Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)
The Senate late Wednesday passed legislation creating an office to monitor what agencies charge to government-
issued credit cards.

The Saving Federal Dollars Through Better Use of Government Purchase and Travel Cards Act of 2015, 
introduced by Sen. Tom Carper (D-Del.) in June, passed by unanimous consent.

The bill directs the General Services Administration (GSA) to establish an Office of Federal Charge Card 
Analytics and Review (OFCCAR) that will be charged with improving the use and oversight of purchases 
made by federal agencies and programs.

Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)
Supercomputers are the supermodels of the IT world – sought after, larger than life, high intensity and with a 
career lifespan of about five years. But when the younger, faster set plugs in, the old is out. And with everyone 
focused on the latest models (pun intended), do these expensive -- think multiyear contracts in the $50 million 
range -- and still-viable systems get put out with the trash?

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may have 
missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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Subject: Re: GSA Daily News Brief 12.18.15
Date: Mon, 21 Dec 2015 08:56:24 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Sharon Conger - PMAA <sharon.conger@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3Hw=Zw3QkEv9K8fXVXVPbA3iK0iNs-4V95xRw4RUC7VQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 18b6114d1adecab70b23ed274092d4cd

Back in the news again.  A better story this time.  It does tend to take over day-to-day activity and then 
you get a lot more scrutiny and oversight.  We can talk about that but the same party that has scuttled 
the NCR project for you is active with us too.  The press interest probably keeps ours moving forward at 
this point.  Talk to you soon.  How are you feeling? 
 

Ken

On Fri, Dec 18, 2015 at 11:04 AM, Sharon Conger - PMAA <sharon.conger@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wow- you guys are making waves!  Good job getting the Govt and tax payers a better deal! 

Sharon Conger

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "GSA News Clips" <gsain@notify.gsa.gov> 
Date: December 18, 2015 at 8:18:00 AM MST 
To: sharon.conger@gsa.gov
Subject: GSA Daily News Brief 12.18.15
Reply-To: gsain@notify.gsa.gov

Today's Clips

l Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)

l Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington Business 
Journal)

l Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)

l IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)

l Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington Post)

l Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)

l Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)

Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)
The General Services Administration says it will save $5 million by adding solar power systems on the rooftops of 
18 federal buildings next year using a form of private sector partnership known as a power purchase agreement.

GSA awarded a contract this week to Washington, D.C.-based public utility company WGL Holdings Inc. to 
construct the solar panels on buildings in the capital that house "federal and quasi federal agencies," 
according to an agency announcement by Ron Allard, energy branch chief for GSA's National Capital Region. 
At a price of less than $0.04 per kilowatt-hour, a significant reduction from the traditional grid power price of 
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$0.11 per kwh, GSA estimates it will save participating agencies more than $5 million over the term of the 
contract.

Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington 
Business Journal)
The General Services Administration may combine two major space needs for the National Institutes of 
Health into one, creating a secondary NIH campus in Maryland that could contain more than a half-million square 
feet.

On Dec. 10, the GSA posted a presollicitation with FedBizOpps.gov for up to 539,000 square feet in either 
Montgomery or Prince George's counties, a potentially lucrative deal for the winning bidder at a time when 
vacancy rates are significantly elevated in both suburban Maryland and Northern Virginia.

Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)
CLEARWATER -  The Community Redevelopment Agency passed a resolution 3-2 on Monday requesting that 
the United States Postal Service close the downtown office on Cleveland Street so the city can buy the historic 
building for retail or commercial use.
IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)
At a recent gathering of contracting professionals, the discussion ranged well beyond acquisition. Federal officials 
held forth on millenials in the workforce, improvements to the government's main recruiting site, and the 
possibility of revamping FedRAMP.

When the General Services Administration developed the Federal Risk and Authorization Management 
Program four years ago to vet the security of cloud products and services, the cloud landscape was much 
smaller.  While dozens of different services and providers are now FedRAMP-certified, there have 
been complaints that the process creates bottlenecks and yields fewer benefits than originally promised.

Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington 
Post)
The U.S. agency that pays the government’s electric bills and is the largest consumer of energy in the nation’s 
capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it provides a better 
deal for U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed merger of D.C.-based Pepco and 
Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon fails a key test: to treat large energy users -  like the federal 
government -  fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at the expense of federal 
taxpayers and, therefore, “should be found not to be in the public interest” unless changes are made, the 
agency said in the filings reviewed by The Washington Post.

Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)
The Senate late Wednesday passed legislation creating an office to monitor what agencies charge to government-
issued credit cards.

The Saving Federal Dollars Through Better Use of Government Purchase and Travel Cards Act of 2015, 
introduced by Sen. Tom Carper (D-Del.) in June, passed by unanimous consent.

The bill directs the General Services Administration (GSA) to establish an Office of Federal Charge Card 
Analytics and Review (OFCCAR) that will be charged with improving the use and oversight of purchases 
made by federal agencies and programs.

Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)
Supercomputers are the supermodels of the IT world – sought after, larger than life, high intensity and with a 
career lifespan of about five years. But when the younger, faster set plugs in, the old is out. And with everyone 
focused on the latest models (pun intended), do these expensive -- think multiyear contracts in the $50 million 
range -- and still-viable systems get put out with the trash?

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may have 
missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Wed, May 6, 2015 at 12:53 PM, Dennis Goins < wrote:

Lariza 

  

Forgot to send the info below you on Monday. 

  

PA Rate Case Issues: 

  

1. Allocation of PECO's requested $190 million distribution base rate increase, along with various cost-of-service 
issues 

2. PECO's proposed replacement of its existing Auxiliary Service Rider with a new Capacity Reservation Rider.  The 
proposed rider would apply to DG customers, and would require those with generator capacity >100 kW but less 
than 10 MW to reserve distribution system capacity equal to the customer's generator nameplate capacity.  The 
proposed Capacity Reservation Rider also omits certain standby and backup power provisions included in the 
existing Auxiliary Service Rider. 

3. PECO's proposed new billing demand ratchet for general service commercial and industrial customers that sets 
the customer's minimum billing demand equal to 40 percent of the customer's contract demand. 

  

Items 2 and 3 are likely to have the most direct billing impact on GSA.  In addition, since PECO is an Exelon 
company, we are likely to see these same issues in DC and MD if the Pepco-Exelon merger is approved.

  

Also, pls make sure the PA intervention gets filed soon.  several rounds of discovery have been issued by various 
parties and discovery responses have been served.  the initial prehearing conference is scheduled for next week 
(May 11 i think).  we need to get on the service list soon.  thanks

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Fwd: PA rate case issues
Date: Wed, 6 May 2015 13:35:24 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2ZKP=DWz1VNTrrfdh9syvJxkigtJRG3zAyMc9ELCdkmw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1665393b5d05378e29c2e3c9fa225747

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Wed, May 6, 2015 at 12:53 PM 
Subject: PA rate case issues 
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

 
Lariza 

  

Forgot to send the info below you on Monday. 

  

PA Rate Case Issues: 

  

1. Allocation of PECO's requested $190 million distribution base rate increase, along with various cost-of-service 
issues 

2. PECO's proposed replacement of its existing Auxiliary Service Rider with a new Capacity Reservation Rider.  The 
proposed rider would apply to DG customers, and would require those with generator capacity >100 kW but less 
than 10 MW to reserve distribution system capacity equal to the customer's generator nameplate capacity.  The 
proposed Capacity Reservation Rider also omits certain standby and backup power provisions included in the 
existing Auxiliary Service Rider. 

3. PECO's proposed new billing demand ratchet for general service commercial and industrial customers that sets 
the customer's minimum billing demand equal to 40 percent of the customer's contract demand. 

  

Items 2 and 3 are likely to have the most direct billing impact on GSA.  In addition, since PECO is an Exelon 
company, we are likely to see these same issues in DC and MD if the Pepco-Exelon merger is approved.

  

Also, pls make sure the PA intervention gets filed soon.  several rounds of discovery have been issued by various 
parties and discovery responses have been served.  the initial prehearing conference is scheduled for next week 
(May 11 i think).  we need to get on the service list soon.  thanks

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: PA rate case issues
Date: Wed, 06 May 2015 12:53:07 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <29BA279E719C40699DDC04DD02AA2A6A@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 98299b1b504372930da9f26649ed9520

Lariza  
  

Forgot to send the info below you on Monday. 

  

PA Rate Case Issues:  

  

1. Allocation of PECO's requested $190 million distribution base rate increase, along with various cost-of-service 
issues 

2. PECO's proposed replacement of its existing Auxiliary Service Rider with a new Capacity Reservation Rider.  The 
proposed rider would apply to DG customers, and would require those with generator capacity >100 kW but less 
than 10 MW to reserve distribution system capacity equal to the customer's generator nameplate capacity.  The 
proposed Capacity Reservation Rider also omits certain standby and backup power provisions included in the 
existing Auxiliary Service Rider. 

3. PECO's proposed new billing demand ratchet for general service commercial and industrial customers that sets 
the customer's minimum billing demand equal to 40 percent of the customer's contract demand. 

  

Items 2 and 3 are likely to have the most direct billing impact on GSA.  In addition, since PECO is an Exelon 
company, we are likely to see these same issues in DC and MD if the Pepco-Exelon merger is approved. 

  

Also, pls make sure the PA intervention gets filed soon.  several rounds of discovery have been issued by various 
parties and discovery responses have been served.  the initial prehearing conference is scheduled for next week 
(May 11 i think).  we need to get on the service list soon.  thanks 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon visit tomorrow
Date: Wed, 22 Apr 2015 12:07:54 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXgrusGHtZ=MTzt4c-USvqfNS4gAsziOk=T0H9NV5Subg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a966222efcab78aed0a5b17b157cddc3

Hi Kevin, 
 

I am at the DC public service commission, today is the last day of hearings for the Exelon/pepco merger 
case.

GSA is a participant on the merger case.  We have been following closely the merger developments and 
reviewing Exelon's 

commitments to DC customers if the merger is approve.

I will be at the office tomorrow.

Lariza

 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:35 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

OK. Will do.  

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

On Apr 22, 2015, at 10:32 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Kevin,

Do you know who at Exelon?  We met with them about 6 weeks ago and do a lot of business with 
Exelon and its affiliates.  We are also involved with the Pepco/Exelon merger.  If you could get more 
details on visit and purpose, we would appreciate it.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:28 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy
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US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Christine Harada - M <christine.harada@gsa.gov> 
Date: April 22, 2015 at 9:39:55 AM EDT 
To: Chelsea Waliser - P <chelsea.waliser@gsa.gov>, Sheri Meadema - Q1 <sheri.meadema@gsa.gov>,  
Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Tanya Daggett - AC <tanya.daggett@gsa.gov>, Averyl Bailey <averyl.bailey@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Exelon visit tomorrow

Dear team

Someone from Exelon reached out to Denise, and requested a meeting. We are supposed to meet with 
them tomorrow 

The (only) context that I have is:

discussion regarding energy savings related to building mgmt

Could you please advise:

A) what contracts, if any, do we have with Exelon?

B) what within their business portfolio might be relevant for GSA?

C) what do you hypothesize they might want from this meeting?

If you could please pull some informal billets together by 4 pm today, that would be greatly 
appreciated 

Thank you

Christine

==========================

Christine Harada

Chief of Staff (Acting)

1800 F St. NW

Washington, DC 20405

christine.harada@gsa.gov

(m)    
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon visit tomorrow
Date: Wed, 22 Apr 2015 10:53:10 -0400
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKNKVCqhoNuhGXri6oueHvrP3UXgyq9TuD1rbjkjvV9h5Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2d56fe781609ca53e0824506bc80bc3f

Ken, u know this stuff right?  We have no areawide with exelon but they could be a holding companyOn 
Apr 22, 2015 9:35 AM, "Kevin Kampschroer - M1G" <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote: 
 

OK. Will do.  

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

On Apr 22, 2015, at 10:32 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Kevin,

Do you know who at Exelon?  We met with them about 6 weeks ago and do a lot of business with 
Exelon and its affiliates.  We are also involved with the Pepco/Exelon merger.  If you could get more 
details on visit and purpose, we would appreciate it.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:28 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Christine Harada - M <christine.harada@gsa.gov> 
Date: April 22, 2015 at 9:39:55 AM EDT 
To: Chelsea Waliser - P <chelsea.waliser@gsa.gov>, Sheri Meadema - Q1 <sheri.meadema@gsa.gov>,  
Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Tanya Daggett - AC <tanya.daggett@gsa.gov>, Averyl Bailey <averyl.bailey@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Exelon visit tomorrow

Dear team
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Someone from Exelon reached out to Denise, and requested a meeting. We are supposed to meet with 
them tomorrow 

The (only) context that I have is:

discussion regarding energy savings related to building mgmt

Could you please advise:

A) what contracts, if any, do we have with Exelon?

B) what within their business portfolio might be relevant for GSA?

C) what do you hypothesize they might want from this meeting?

If you could please pull some informal billets together by 4 pm today, that would be greatly 
appreciated 

Thank you

Christine

==========================

Christine Harada

Chief of Staff (Acting)

1800 F St. NW

Washington, DC 20405

christine.harada@gsa.gov

(m)   
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon visit tomorrow
Date: Wed, 22 Apr 2015 10:35:41 -0400
From: Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-2448503398180998204@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 62a7cd5b6e002fd25d126bff349547df

OK. Will do.  

Kevin KampschroerFederal Director 

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

On Apr 22, 2015, at 10:32 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Kevin,

Do you know who at Exelon?  We met with them about 6 weeks ago and do a lot of business with 
Exelon and its affiliates.  We are also involved with the Pepco/Exelon merger.  If you could get more 
details on visit and purpose, we would appreciate it.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:28 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Christine Harada - M <christine.harada@gsa.gov> 
Date: April 22, 2015 at 9:39:55 AM EDT 
To: Chelsea Waliser - P <chelsea.waliser@gsa.gov>, Sheri Meadema - Q1 <sheri.meadema@gsa.gov>,  
Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Tanya Daggett - AC <tanya.daggett@gsa.gov>, Averyl Bailey <averyl.bailey@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Exelon visit tomorrow

Dear team
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Someone from Exelon reached out to Denise, and requested a meeting. We are supposed to meet with 
them tomorrow 

The (only) context that I have is:

discussion regarding energy savings related to building mgmt

Could you please advise:

A) what contracts, if any, do we have with Exelon?

B) what within their business portfolio might be relevant for GSA?

C) what do you hypothesize they might want from this meeting?

If you could please pull some informal billets together by 4 pm today, that would be greatly 
appreciated 

Thank you

Christine

==========================

Christine Harada

Chief of Staff (Acting)

1800 F St. NW

Washington, DC 20405

christine.harada@gsa.gov

(m)   
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon visit tomorrow
Date: Wed, 22 Apr 2015 10:31:18 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3H4yHfiRXfKqZAvgROQO7k9hU6UCKX0uPdy9f6K-dn_w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 114b44757f0b18849bf3a91b0dcd9753

Kevin, 
 

Do you know who at Exelon?  We met with them about 6 weeks ago and do a lot of business with 
Exelon and its affiliates.  We are also involved with the Pepco/Exelon merger.  If you could get more 
details on visit and purpose, we would appreciate it.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:28 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Christine Harada - M <christine.harada@gsa.gov> 
Date: April 22, 2015 at 9:39:55 AM EDT 
To: Chelsea Waliser - P <chelsea.waliser@gsa.gov>, Sheri Meadema - Q1 <sheri.meadema@gsa.gov>,  
Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Tanya Daggett - AC <tanya.daggett@gsa.gov>, Averyl Bailey <averyl.bailey@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Exelon visit tomorrow

Dear team

Someone from Exelon reached out to Denise, and requested a meeting. We are supposed to meet with 
them tomorrow 

The (only) context that I have is:

discussion regarding energy savings related to building mgmt

Could you please advise:

A) what contracts, if any, do we have with Exelon?

B) what within their business portfolio might be relevant for GSA?

C) what do you hypothesize they might want from this meeting?
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If you could please pull some informal billets together by 4 pm today, that would be greatly 
appreciated 

Thank you

Christine

==========================

Christine Harada

Chief of Staff (Acting)

1800 F St. NW

Washington, DC 20405

christine.harada@gsa.gov

(m)   
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Subject: Re: Exelon/PEPCO merger - MD
Date: Mon, 13 Apr 2015 11:14:51 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <4778311608784294010@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 456c8c6295c928008229ff8c9076cbd0

It is going to be challenging. 

Enviado desde mi iPhone 
El abr 13, 2015, a las 9:01 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> escribió: 

 

Still contentious.

Friday, April 10, 2015 5:05 PM ET 

NRG, other intervenors protest Exelon/Pepco 
merger settlements in Maryland

Article
Related Content

To receive real-time alerts for stories on similar topics, click here.
By Amy Poszywak
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US) 4/6/2015

Users Also Read

Pepco grid problems trigger White 
House, DC blackout; no plant 
explosion found - Tuesday, April 07, 
2015 4:17 PM

Analyst, Moeller weigh in on FERC 
delay in ruling on PJM capacity 
performance proposal -Wednesday, 
April 01, 2015 1:25 PM

Bernstein analysis identifies 'most 
likely' US utility combinations -
 Monday, March 30, 2015 6:02 PM

PJM seeks to delay capacity 
auction to allow FERC to rule on 
proposed reforms - Tuesday, April 07, 
2015 5:46 PM

Del. PSC to wait on Maryland, DC 
before deciding on Exelon/Pepco 
deal - Tuesday, April 07, 2015 6:29 PM

With the deadline for a regulatory decision on Exelon Corp.'s proposed acquisition of Pepco Holdings Inc. inching 
closer in Maryland, new intervenor filings have revealed concerns surrounding settlements recently filed in the case.
Responses to proposed settlements between the companies and the Alliance for Solar Choice, Montgomery and Prince 
George's counties, the National Consumer Law Center, the National Housing Trust, the Maryland Affordable Housing 
Coalition, the Housing Association of Nonprofit Developers and the Mid-Atlantic Off-Road Enthusiasts were due April 
6 with the Maryland Public Service Commission. The commission is scheduled to issue a decision on thedeal by May 
8.
Kevin Lucas, director of policy, planning and analysis at the Maryland Energy Administration, said in testimony that 
the settlements "fail to mitigate the significant harms presented by the merger," despite Exelon and Pepco asserting that 
their approval will "resolve all contested issues" in the commission's proceeding. The MEA believes approval of the 
deal would not be consistent with the public interest.
"Certain of the alleged [settlement] benefits reflect actions that are already required by law, could be required by the 
Commission absent the merger, or are sufficiently speculative that they should not be considered merger-related 
benefits," Lucas said in testimony. "In addition, while presented as 'benefits,' some of the promised improvements will 
be developed through substantial ratepayer funded capital investments on which the companies will seek to earn a 
return."
NRG Energy Inc., through testimony submitted by Peter Fuller, vice president for market and regulatory affairs for 
NRG's east region, which includes Maryland, highlighted uncompetitive aspects of the proposed settlements, 
sayingthey are destructive to competition in three markets: solar power in Maryland, microgrids in Maryland and 
alternatives to grid-sourced power.
"By throttling competition in these vital markets, the partial settlement will inflict significant and long-lasting harm on 
Maryland consumers in terms of fewer competitive options, less competitive pressure on market prices, and less 
innovation in new energy-related technologies and products," Fuller said.
The Office of People's Counsel also took issue with the settlements, in particular arguing that they do not consider 
effects the merger will have on customers. Instead, the settlement agreements focus only on the interests of the select 
group of parties to it, the Office of People's Counsel said.
"The import of the settlement agreements presented to the Commission in this case is further reduced because the 
interveners that signed on to these settlement agreements have not litigated all the issues presented by the proposed 
acquisition," the group said in testimony. "In particular, the parties to the settlement agreements did not address the 
issue of whether the proposed acquisition would result in harm to Pepco and [Delmarva Power & Light Co.] 
customers."
Exelon on April 10 said it and Pepco Holdings welcome input from all stakeholders but firmly believe the parties' 
criticisms of both the settlement agreements and the merger itself are without merit.
"Customer rates will not rise, and competition will not be reduced as a result of the merger between Exelon and [Pepco 
Holdings], nor this settlement," the company said in an email. "Rather, the settlement advances public interests in 
Maryland and provides specific and significant commitments that directly address speculation that merging with 
Exelon would cause Pepco and Delmarva Power to not pursue energy efficiency, renewables, microgrids or enabling 
technologies for customers."
When all of the facts are considered, Exelon spokesman Paul Elsberg said, the company believes the merger meets the 
test of providing meaningful benefits to customers and communities throughout Maryland. Citing a new economic 
analysis, Exelon said the financial and reliability commitments offered as part of the merger will result in up to $855 
million in benefits to Maryland's economy and the merger is projected to add up to 9,000 new jobs.
Exelon and Pepco have faced continued opposition to their planned merger from certain intervenors in Maryland, 
including the Office of People's Counsel, the MEA and the state's attorney general. (Case No. 9361)
In addition to approval by the Maryland PSC, the companies are awaiting approval from regulators in Washington, 
D.C., and in Delaware, where a settlement is awaiting approval.
The deal was approved by the New Jersey Board of Public Utilities in February. Pepco shareholders approved the deal 
in September 2014, followed by the approval of the Virginia State Corporation Commission in October 2014 and FERC 
in November 2014.
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Under terms of the merger, Exelon will pay $27.25 per share in cash to acquire each outstanding common share of 
Pepco Holdings. In addition, Exelon will assume approximately $5.5 billion in net debt.
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NRG, other intervenors protest Exelon/Pepco 
merger settlements in Maryland
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Pepco grid problems trigger White 
House, DC blackout; no plant 
explosion found - Tuesday, April 07, 
2015 4:17 PM

Analyst, Moeller weigh in on FERC 
delay in ruling on PJM capacity 
performance proposal -Wednesday, 
April 01, 2015 1:25 PM

Bernstein analysis identifies 'most 
likely' US utility combinations -
 Monday, March 30, 2015 6:02 PM

PJM seeks to delay capacity 
auction to allow FERC to rule on 
proposed reforms - Tuesday, April 07, 
2015 5:46 PM

Del. PSC to wait on Maryland, DC 
before deciding on Exelon/Pepco 
deal - Tuesday, April 07, 2015 6:29 PM

With the deadline for a regulatory decision on Exelon Corp.'s proposed acquisition of Pepco Holdings Inc. inching 
closer in Maryland, new intervenor filings have revealed concerns surrounding settlements recently filed in the case.
Responses to proposed settlements between the companies and the Alliance for Solar Choice, Montgomery and Prince 
George's counties, the National Consumer Law Center, the National Housing Trust, the Maryland Affordable Housing 
Coalition, the Housing Association of Nonprofit Developers and the Mid-Atlantic Off-Road Enthusiasts were due April 
6 with the Maryland Public Service Commission. The commission is scheduled to issue a decision on thedeal by May 
8.
Kevin Lucas, director of policy, planning and analysis at the Maryland Energy Administration, said in testimony that 
the settlements "fail to mitigate the significant harms presented by the merger," despite Exelon and Pepco asserting that 
their approval will "resolve all contested issues" in the commission's proceeding. The MEA believes approval of the 
deal would not be consistent with the public interest.
"Certain of the alleged [settlement] benefits reflect actions that are already required by law, could be required by the 
Commission absent the merger, or are sufficiently speculative that they should not be considered merger-related 
benefits," Lucas said in testimony. "In addition, while presented as 'benefits,' some of the promised improvements will 
be developed through substantial ratepayer funded capital investments on which the companies will seek to earn a 
return."
NRG Energy Inc., through testimony submitted by Peter Fuller, vice president for market and regulatory affairs for 
NRG's east region, which includes Maryland, highlighted uncompetitive aspects of the proposed settlements, 
sayingthey are destructive to competition in three markets: solar power in Maryland, microgrids in Maryland and 
alternatives to grid-sourced power.
"By throttling competition in these vital markets, the partial settlement will inflict significant and long-lasting harm on 
Maryland consumers in terms of fewer competitive options, less competitive pressure on market prices, and less 
innovation in new energy-related technologies and products," Fuller said.
The Office of People's Counsel also took issue with the settlements, in particular arguing that they do not consider 
effects the merger will have on customers. Instead, the settlement agreements focus only on the interests of the select 
group of parties to it, the Office of People's Counsel said.
"The import of the settlement agreements presented to the Commission in this case is further reduced because the 
interveners that signed on to these settlement agreements have not litigated all the issues presented by the proposed 
acquisition," the group said in testimony. "In particular, the parties to the settlement agreements did not address the 
issue of whether the proposed acquisition would result in harm to Pepco and [Delmarva Power & Light Co.] 
customers."
Exelon on April 10 said it and Pepco Holdings welcome input from all stakeholders but firmly believe the parties' 
criticisms of both the settlement agreements and the merger itself are without merit.
"Customer rates will not rise, and competition will not be reduced as a result of the merger between Exelon and [Pepco 
Holdings], nor this settlement," the company said in an email. "Rather, the settlement advances public interests in 
Maryland and provides specific and significant commitments that directly address speculation that merging with 
Exelon would cause Pepco and Delmarva Power to not pursue energy efficiency, renewables, microgrids or enabling 
technologies for customers."
When all of the facts are considered, Exelon spokesman Paul Elsberg said, the company believes the merger meets the 
test of providing meaningful benefits to customers and communities throughout Maryland. Citing a new economic 
analysis, Exelon said the financial and reliability commitments offered as part of the merger will result in up to $855 
million in benefits to Maryland's economy and the merger is projected to add up to 9,000 new jobs.
Exelon and Pepco have faced continued opposition to their planned merger from certain intervenors in Maryland, 
including the Office of People's Counsel, the MEA and the state's attorney general. (Case No. 9361)
In addition to approval by the Maryland PSC, the companies are awaiting approval from regulators in Washington, 
D.C., and in Delaware, where a settlement is awaiting approval.
The deal was approved by the New Jersey Board of Public Utilities in February. Pepco shareholders approved the deal 
in September 2014, followed by the approval of the Virginia State Corporation Commission in October 2014 and FERC 
in November 2014.
Under terms of the merger, Exelon will pay $27.25 per share in cash to acquire each outstanding common share of 
Pepco Holdings. In addition, Exelon will assume approximately $5.5 billion in net debt.
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  ACCOUNT STATUS!!!    
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  You are currently not subscribed to the Energy Central Professional.  
  Subscribers enjoy even more news and features.  
  
  Follow this link to learn more: http://pro.energycentral.com  
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______________________________________________________________________  
  
  TOP ELECTRIC STORIES     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
NEW CARLSBAD POWER PLANT IN DOUBT  
  
  A major new natural gas power plant at Carlsbad should be put on  
  hold Â - upending plans to tear down the oceanfront Encina Power  
  Station Â - until more clean energy options are explored, a state  
  utilities judge said on Friday. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445058  
  
  
KEEP WIND FARMS FARTHER OFFSHORE, DENR SECRETARY SAYS  
  
  North Carolina's environment secretary has urged a federal agency  
  not to sell wind energy leases within 24 miles of the state's  
  coast, a limit that advocates say would largely block wind farms.  
  - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445224  
  
  
AMEREN, OTHERS PREPARE GRID FOR WIND ENERGY  
  
  It's the biggest project Ameren Corp. has undertaken since the  
  construction of the Callaway nuclear plant more than 30 years ago.  
  - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445252  
  

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

http://pro.energycentral.com  
http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445058  
http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445224  
http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445252  
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

  
NRC ISSUES ANNUAL ASSESSMENTS FOR U.S. NUCLEAR PLANTS  
  
  The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) has issued annual letters  
  to the nation's 100 commercial nuclear power plants operating in  
  2014 regarding their performance throughout the year. As of the  
  end of December, 94 plants were in the two highest performance  
  categories. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445322  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  PRESS RELEASE     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
ABB EXPANDS ITS RELION ANSI PORTFOLIO TO INCLUDE SINGLE-FUNCTION  
PROTECTION RELAYS  
  
  ABB, the leading power and automation technology group, today  
  announced the release of three additions to the ABB Relion product  
  family as part of its 605 protection and control series for the  
  ANSI market. - (Energy Central)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445336  
  
  
2015 COMVERGE UTILITY CONFERENCE  
  
  In April, escape the winter blues by joining Comverge and your  
  demand management colleagues for the third-annual Comverge Utility  
  Conference (CUC)! The 2015 event will be held at the historic  
  Renaissance Vinoy Resort & Golf Club in sunny St. Petersburg,  
  Florida from Wednesday, April 8 to Friday, April 10. - (Energy Central)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445337  
  
  
SEATTLE CITY LIGHT AWARDS OSI A CONTRACT FOR A NEW ENERGY MANAGEMENT SYSTEM  
  
  Open Systems International, Inc. (OSI) has been awarded a contract  
  by Seattle City Light to implement a state-of-the-art new Energy  
  Management System (EMS) based on OSI's monarch platform. - (Energy Central)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445338  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  NORTH AMERICAN NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
PSE TO JOIN ENERGY IMBALANCE MARKET  
  
  Puget Sound Energy announced today it will participate in an  
  Energy Imbalance Market (EIM) operated by the California  
  Independent System Operator (ISO) effective Oct. 1, 2016. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35424071  
  
  
PREPARING FOR A RENEWED BATTLE TO KEEP YUCCA MOUNTAIN NUKE-FREE  
  
  In Nevada, nuclear waste and the possibility of storing it in  
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  Yucca Mountain is never far from state leaders' minds. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35422950  
  
  
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT AIMS TO BUY, CLOSE COAL PLANT IN JACKSONVILLE  
  
  Florida Power & Light Co. announced Friday it wants to quickly  
  purchase and then shutter a relatively modern coal-burning plant,  
  saying the move would cut costs and cap "a very high emitter of  
  carbon dioxide." - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445184  
  
  
BILLS OFFERING BOLD RENEWABLE-ENERGY GOALS GAIN TRACTION  
  
  Two bills proposing to boost the state's renewable-energy goal to  
  100 percent by 2045 at the latest have cleared major hurdles and  
  are positioned for a vote by the full House and Senate. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445235  
  
  
ANTI-WIND DEVELOPMENT GROUP WITHDRAWS APPEAL OF BINGHAM PROJECT  
  
  The group Friends of Maine Mountains has withdrawn its challenge  
  to a permit for a 56-turbine SunEdison wind power project,  
  clearing the way for the western Maine development to move ahead.  
  - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445287  
  
  
IDAHO POWER: RENEWABLE ENERGY CONTRACTS SEE REDUCTION IN LENGHT  
  
  The Idaho Public Utilities Commission has reduced the length of  
  federally mandated contracts Idaho Power signs with renewable  
  energy projects from 20 years to 5 years. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445312  
  
  
RENEWABLE ENERGY POWERS GOOGLE DATA CENTERS  
  
  Google has spent $1.5billion around the world on clean energy  
  projects cutting the pollution from millions of users clicking on  
  search links, watching YouTube videos and sending e-mails, but now  
  it's found a powerful electricity source close to home. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445249  
  
  
NRC RELEASES ANNUAL REPORT ON OYSTER CREEK POWER PLANT  
  
  The Oyster Creek Nuclear Power Plant in Lacey Township was one of  
  19 high-performing reactors nationwide that needed to resolve  
  safety issues this year, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission  
  said in a letter Friday. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445277  
  
  
MILLSTONE'S UNIT 3 UNDER ADDITIONAL NRC SCRUTINY  
  
  Unit 3 at the Millstone Power Station is one of more than a dozen  
  nuclear reactors in the country currently under additional Nuclear  
  Regulatory Commission oversight, due to a violation found last  
  year related to operation of a backup feedwater pump. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445285  
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NUCLEAR WASTE, ARSENIC AT SC COAL PLANT RAISE CONCERN  
  
  Just a few hundred yards from Lake Robinson lies an old waste pond  
  that, until this year, was among the least of Duke Energy's  
  worries in the Carolinas. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445191  
  
  
FUTURE CARBON DIOXIDE REGULATIONS DISCUSSED IN $1.1 BILLION OKLAHOMA  
GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. COMPLIANCE PLAN  
  
  The possibility of future carbon prices and regulation took center  
  stage Thursday in a hearing for Oklahoma Gas and Electric Co.'s  
  $1.1 billion plan for environmental compliance and replacement  
  generation. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423055  
  
  
DUKE ENERGY WANTS TO DROP SOLAR RATES  
  
  Duke Energy wants to pay North Carolina solar farm developers 15  
  percent less for their electricity than it now does, according to  
  filings this week. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423166  
  
  
FITCH AFFIRMS SILICON VALLEY POWER'S (SANTA CLARA, CA) ELECTRIC REV  
BONDS AT 'A+'  
  
  Fitch Ratings has affirmed the 'A+' rating on the following  
  outstanding electric revenue bonds. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35435371  
  
  
DAYTON POWER AND LIGHT AWARDS KETTERING CITY SCHOOLS ENERGY  
EFFICIENCY REBATE OF $116,618 FOR LIGHTING PROJECT  
  
  The Dayton Power and Light Company (DP&L), a subsidiary of The AES  
  Corporation (NYSE:AES), today is presenting Kettering City Schools  
  with an energy efficiency rebate of $116,618.70 for a project that  
  upgraded lighting in buildings across the district. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35430429  
  
  
FITCH AFFIRMS EIX AND SCE'S RATINGS; OUTLOOK STABLE  
  
  Fitch Ratings has affirmed the ratings of both Edison  
  International (EIX) and its core operating utility subsidiary,  
  Southern California Edison (SCE). The Rating Outlook for both EIX  
  and SCE is Stable. A full list of rating actions follows at the  
  end of this release. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35431479  
  
  
FITCH AFFIRMS PCG AND PG&E'S IDRS AT 'BBB+'; OUTLOOK STABLE  
  
  Fitch Ratings has affirmed the long-term Issuer Default Ratings  
  (IDR) of PG&E Corporation (PCG) and its primary operating utility  
  subsidiary, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), at 'BBB+'. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35431480  
  
  
HALL JOINS THOUSANDS OF TEAMSTERS AT WEST VIRGINIA RALLY FOR WORKERS  

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445191  
http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423055  
http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423166  
http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35435371  
http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35430429  
http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35431479  
http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35431480  
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

  
  Teamsters General Secretary-Treasurer Ken Hall delivered a rousing  
  speech to thousands of rallying protesters in his home state of  
  West Virginia on Saturday, urging workers to continue their fight  
  against the legislature's anti-worker agenda currently being  
  pushed by state lawmakers. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35441536  
  
  
CITY HELPS COMMERCIAL ELECTRIC CUSTOMERS COUNTER RATES  
  
  Hamilton's large commercial and industrial businesses can now work  
  to decrease their energy usage even more and be eligible for  
  financial reward, as the city's electric department continues to  
  work to improve the way they produce energy and deliver it to  
  their utility customers at a competitive rate. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445097  
  
  
REGULATORS SAY XCEL CANT PROFIT FROM COST OVERRUNS AT MONTICELLO  
NUCLEAR PLANT  
  
  Xcel Energy ratepayers and investors will share the financial pain  
  of more than $400 million in cost overruns on a five-year upgrade  
  of Xcel's nuclear power plant in Monticello, Minn. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445104  
  
  
NORTHLAND POWER POCKETS USD 225M FOR OFFSHORE, ONSHORE WIND PROJECTS  
  
  By selling stock Northland Power Inc raised CAD 281 million (USD  
  225m/EUR 204m) to back its investment in the 332-MW Nordsee One  
  offshore wind project, in German waters, and a 100-MW onshore wind  
  farm in Ontario. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445127  
  
  
SEIA APPLAUDS PENNSYLVANIA GOVERNOR'S SOLAR INITIATIVES  
  
  As part of his administration's 2015-2016 fiscal year budget, Gov.  
  Tom Wolf is asking the state legislature to provide $50 million to  
  relaunch the popular Pennsylvania Sunshine Solar Program. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35422969  
  
  
FITCH RATES MISSOURI JOINT MUNI ELECTRIC UTILITY'S PRAIRIE STATE  
REVS 'A'; OUTLOOK STABLE  
  
  Fitch Ratings has assigned an 'A' rating to the following Missouri  
  Joint Municipal Electric Utility Commission (MJMEUC) power project  
  revenue refunding bonds (Prairie State Project): - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35435712  
  
  
CANADA RENEWABLE BIOENERGY CORP. APPOINTS NEW CHIEF OPERATING  
OFFICER CANADA RENEWABLE BIOENERGY CORP. APPOINTS NEW CHIEF  
OPERATING OFFICER  
  
  Canada Renewable Bioenergy Corp. ("Canada Renewable" or the  
  "Company") (CSE:XZX) announces the appointment of Mr. Denis  
  Pelletier as Chief Operating Officer ("COO"), replacing Mr. Robert  
  Mukasa, who has decided to leave the Company to pursue other  
  interests. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35436187  
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FROSH URGES PSC TO REJECT EXELON-PEPCO MERGER  
  
  Maryland Attorney General Brian Frosh became the latest voice to  
  oppose the proposed merger between Baltimore Gas and Electric  
  parent Exelon Corp. and Pepco Holdings. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423009  
  
  
CGE ENERGYÂ’S CREE LED LIGHTING UPGRADE BRINGS ROYAL OAK FORD OVER  
$400,000 IN SAVINGS  
  
  CGE Energy (currently trading as ) has made strides in the  
  automotive sales industry by bringing real energy savings with  
  CreeÂ®Â LED lighting to a large number of car dealerships. Royal Oak  
  Ford of Southeast Michigan recently became another recipient of  
  these energy savings. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35432406  
  
  
NB POWER - POINT LEPREAU GENERATING STATION UPDATE  
  
  Point Lepreau Generating Station operated at 100 per cent reactor  
  power during the month of February 2015, putting approximately 660  
  megawatts on the New Brunswick grid. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423077  
  
  
FIRE ALARM PROMPTS UNSCHEDULED SHUTDOWN OF PRAIRIE ISLAND NUCLEAR UNIT  
  
  One of the Prairie Island nuclear power plant's two units in Red  
  Wing is being shut down Thursday in response to what Xcel Energy  
  is calling an "unusual event." - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35422902  
  
  
MCKINLEY RE-INTRODUCES BILL TO STOP EPA OVERREACH  
  
  Representative David McKinley (WV-1) re-introduced legislation  
  today to stop the Environmental Protection Agency's unprecedented  
  overreach by limiting its power to retroactively revoke permits,  
  like they did with the Spruce Mine permit. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423142  
  
  
ASCENT SOLARÂ’S ENERPLEX BRAND LAUNCHES WITH MICRO CENTER  
  
  Ascent Solar Technologies, Inc. (NASDAQ:ASTI), a developer and  
  manufacturer of state-of-the-art, flexible thin-film photovoltaic  
  modules integrated into the company's EnerPlexÂ™ series of consumer  
  products, announced today the company's partnership with the  
  consumer electronics retailer Â… - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423054  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  INTERNATIONAL NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
ABB WINS $100 MILLION SUBSEA CABLE SYSTEM ORDER FOR DENMARK OFFSHORE  
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WIND FARM  
  
  ABB has won an order worth over $100 million from Energinet.dk,  
  the Danish transmission system operator, to build an alternating  
  current cable system that will enable the integration and  
  transmission of power from the Kriegers Flak offshore wind farm to  
  the mainland grid. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423068  
  
  
S. KOREAN-DEVELOPED REACTOR MODEL PASSES PRELIMINARY REVIEW BY U.S.  
NUCLEAR WATCHDOG  
  
  The design of a South Korean-developed nuclear reactor has passed  
  a preliminary review by the U.S. nuclear watchdog, officials said  
  Wednesday, raising hopes for final approval that would pave the  
  way for exports to the United States and elsewhere. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423111  
  
  
ENEL GREEN POWER BEGINS CONSTRUCTION ON ESPERANCA WIND FARM IN BRAZIL  
  
  Enel Green Power SpA, renewable energy corporation, has begun  
  construction on the Esperanca wind farm, the final segment of the  
  Serra Azul wind complex, north of Bahia in north-eastern Brazil. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35428055  
  
  
BC HYDRO COMPLETES $20 MILLION UPGRADE TO COMO LAKE SUBSTATION IN COQUITLAM  
  
  The BC Hydro and Power Authority is a Canadian electric utility,  
  has completed a $20 million upgrade to the Como Lake substation in  
  Coquitlam. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35428059  
  
  
ALSTOM WINS TURBINE-GENERATOR CONTRACT FROM SINOHYDRO FOR KARUMA PROJECT  
  
  Alstom has received a contract worth E58 million from Sinohydro to  
  provide electro-mechanical equipment and technical services for  
  Karuma hydropower project in Uganda. - (COMTEX)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35428075  
  
  
INNOVATIVE SOLAR POWER PLANT TO BOOST NATIONAL GRID LAUNCHED AT THE  
HEIGHT OF SOUTH AFRICAN ENERGY CHALLENGES  
  
  KaXu Solar One is the first Solar Thermal Electric power plant in  
  commercial operation in South Africa. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423004  
  
  
NRC STARTS FINAL REVIEW OF KOREA'S NEW APR1400 LIGHT WATER NUCLEAR REACTOR  
  
  After Korea Hydro & Nuclear Power Co., Ltd. (KHNP) signed an  
  agreement with Saudi Arabia to export SMART nuclear reactors, the  
  Korean-designed water nuclear reactor also passed preliminary  
  review by the export regulatory commission in the U.S. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423019  
  
  
SOLAR CLOSING IN ON COST OF COAL-FIRED POWER Â– DEUTSCHE BANK  
  
  The cost of roof-top solar power is nearing that of coal-fired  
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  power, heralding growing competition with conventional energy  
  utilities and commodities, according to Deutsche Bank analysts. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35422923  
  
  
INDUSTRY FIRST: GE DEMONSTRATES MORE THAN 50 PERCENT ELECTRICAL  
EFFICIENCY ON ITS 10-MW GAS ENGINE PLATFORM  
  
  Demonstrating once again its leadership in the field of  
  reciprocating engine innovation used to meet the rapidly growing  
  demand for reliable on-site power, GE Power & Water's Distributed  
  Power business (NYSE: GE) is announcing today the technological  
  breakthrough of 50.1 percent electrical efficiency. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423157  
  
  
SHUMBA COAL SIGNS HEADS OF AGREEMENT WITH MULILO FOR POWER PLANT DEVELOPMENT  
  
  The directors of Shumba Coal Ltd ("Shumba" or the "Company")  
  (BSE:SHU) (SEM:SHU) are pleased to announce the execution of a  
  Heads of Agreement ("HOA") between the Company and Mulilo  
  Renewable Project Developments (Pty) Ltd ("Mulilo") for the joint  
  development of the Mabesekwa Export Independent Power Plant  
  ("MEIPP") at the Mabesekwa Coal Project to take Â… - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35423144  
  
  
KAGAME COMMISSIONS 28 MW POWER PLANT  
  
  President Paul Kagame yesterday commissioned the Nyabarongo I  
  Hydroelectric power plant that has the capacity to generate 28  
  megawatts of electricity. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35436217  
  
  
SOUTH AUSTRALIA TO TAP CANADAÂ’S NUCLEAR KNOW-HOW  
  
  South Australian Labor Treasurer Tom Koutsantonis has meet  
  Canadian government officials to push for their participation in  
  his stateÂ’s royal commission into the nuclear industry. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35436219  
  
  
OCTOPUS, LIGHTSOURCE CLINCH REFINANCING FOR 76.4-MW SOLAR PORTFOLIO  
  
  UK firms Octopus Investments Ltd and Lightsource Renewable Energy  
  Ltd have completed a GBP-76-million (USD 115.8m/EUR 105m) project  
  refinancing deal for a 76.4-MW solar portfolio in the UK. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35436226  
  
  
SHUMBA COAL SIGNS HEADS OF AGREEMENT WITH MULILO FOR POWER PLANT DEVELOPMENT  
  
  The directors of Shumba Coal Ltd ("Shumba" or the "Company")  
  (BSE:SHU) (SEM:SHU) are pleased to announce the execution of a  
  Heads of Agreement ("HOA") between the Company and Mulilo  
  Renewable Project Developments (Pty) Ltd ("Mulilo") for the joint  
  development of the Mabesekwa Export Independent Power Plant  
  ("MEIPP") at the Mabesekwa Coal Project to take part in the South  
  African Coal Base Load IPP programme. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35430715  
  
  
BARBADOS TO RECEIVE MORE SWEDISH SUPPORT FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY INITIATIVES  
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  Barbados' government said Friday it will receive additional  
  support from Sweden for its green energy initiatives and also  
  could become the site of a regional renewable energy center. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445100  
  
  
DEAL SINGED TO BUILD TRANSMISSION LINE FOR POWER IMPORT FROM TRIPURA  
  
  The state-owned Power Grid Company of Bangladesh (PGCB) on Sunday  
  signed a contract with KEC International to build a 132 KV  
  transmission line to import 100 MW electricity from Palatana Power  
  Plant in Tripura of India. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445109  
  
  
FUNDING FOR URUGUAY'S BIGGEST WIND FARM TO COME FROM GERMAN BANKS, TRUST  
  
  Uruguay's biggest wind farm, to be located in the north-central  
  province of Tacuarembo, will be built at a total investment cost  
  of $321 million, 70 percent of which will come from German bank  
  loans and the rest from a newly created trust. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445166  
  
  
JAPANESE COMPANY TO BUILD THERMAL POWER PLANT  
  
  Sumitomo Corporation says it has won an order to construct a  
  thermal power plant to power Thilawa and Yangon, reports the Japan  
  Times on March 6. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445229  
  
  
SPCG PURSUES LEASING JV TO BOOST EARNINGS FROM ROOFTOP SOLAR PROJECT  
  
  Solar fam developer SPCG is focusing more on the rooftop solar  
  business, forming a leasing joint venture in the hopes of ramping  
  up its earnings this year. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445261  
  
  
10-MEGAWATT SOLAR PLANT INAUGURATED IN SIWA  
  
  Electricity Minister Mohamed Shaker, UAE Minister of State Sultan  
  Gaber and Matrouh Governor Alaa Abu Zeid on Thursday inaugurated  
  the first solar energy project in Siwa oasis. The plant was  
  carried out by a 25-million-dollar grant offered by the UAE. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445267  
  
  
49.5 MEGAWATTS WIND POWER PLANT: DLL TO INVEST $30 MILLION IN TGLS EQUITY  
  
  Dawood Lawrencepur Limited (DLL) is going to invest $30 million in  
  the equity of Tenaga Generasi Limited (TGL) through the issue of  
  right shares. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445283  
  
  
NEPAL SEEKS GEOTECHNICAL, HYDROPOWER ENGINEERS FOR 900-MW UPPER  
KARNALI HYDRO PROJECT  
  
  The Investment Board of Nepal invites expressions of interest from  
  engineering geology and geotechnical engineers and hydropower  
  engineers to advise development agencies on construction of the  
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  900-MW Upper Karnali hydro project on Nepals Karnali River. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445284  
  
  
ACCIONA TO OPEN NEW WIND TURBINE TOWER PLANT IN MEXICO  
  
  The wind turbine manufacturing firm Acciona from Spain has opened  
  a new concrete tower production plant in Mexico. The $650m Ventika  
  complex will feature 84 units of 3 MW Acciona Wind power turbines  
  and will have an installed capacity of around 252 MW. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?id=35445313  
  
  
  
  
**********************************************************************  
  
   GAS NEWS - 33 ARTICLES   
  
**********************************************************************  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  TOP GAS STORIES     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
OIL, GAS REGULATOR HOPES TO GET NEW RULES IN PLACE THIS YEAR  
  
  The head of Colorado's oil and gas regulators says he hopes some  
  recommendations from a state task force can be implemented this  
  year. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35434724  
  
  
BP SIGNS $12B DEAL TO DEVELOP EGYPT GAS FIELD  
  
  The U.K.-based energy company BP on Friday announced agreements  
  worth $12 billion to develop a major gas field in Egypt, which has  
  been trying to attract foreign investment after four years of  
  unrest. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35430102  
  
  
SENATE COMMITTEE OKS PLAN TO EXCLUDE FEDERAL MINERAL RIGHTS  
  
  An Idaho Senate committee has sent to the full Senate a bill  
  giving state officials the option of excluding the federal  
  government's mineral rights from areas that contain natural gas  
  and oil. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35437374  
  
  
OIL AND GAS, MANUFACTURING SHED JOBS IN HOUSTON IN JANUARY  
  
  Houston didn't lose as many jobs in January as it did the previous  
  two years, but it lost more than usual in the key sectors of oil  
  and gas exploration and production, and manufacturing, as the  
  impact of slumping oil begins to reverberate across the region. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35445197  
  
  
COMPANIES SAY TWO PROPOSED PIPELINES NOT SIMILAR  
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  The two natural gas pipelines being planned for the western part  
  of Schuylkill County are very different from each other, according  
  to representatives from the companies that want to build them. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35445202  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  NORTH AMERICAN NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
FEDERAL JURY SAYS GAS COMPANY SHORTED OWNERS ON ROYALTIES  
  
  A natural gas company underpaid the royalties it owed property  
  owners for gas it extracted between 2006 and 2012, a federal jury  
  decided Thursday. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35423045  
  
  
NEARLY 19,000 GALLONS OF SALTWATER SPILLS NORTH OF TIOGA  
  
  The state Department of Health says a pipeline has leaked nearly  
  19,000 gallons of saltwater in northwest North Dakota. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35423750  
  
  
BANKRUPTCY OPENS ANOTHER CHAPTER IN OIL DOWNTURN  
  
  The first Houston oil field services firm to file for bankruptcy  
  protection almost certainly won't be the last. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35423185  
  
  
NATURAL GAS FUTURES OFF THE HIGHS AFTER STORAGE DATA  
  
  Natural gas futures trimmed gains on Thursday, despite data  
  showing that U.S. natural gas supplies fell more than expected  
  last week. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35423103  
  
  
ENERGY RECOVERY REPORTS 4Q LOSS  
  
  Energy Recovery Inc. (ERII) on Thursday reported a fourth-quarter  
  loss of $4.9 million, after reporting a profit in the same period  
  a year earlier. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35422968  
  
  
HUNTING ENERGY SERVICES EXPANDS ITS OPERATIONS IN HOUMA  
  
  State officials say Hunting Energy Services, an offshore oil and  
  gas services company, is completing a $62 million expansion. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35424573  
  
  
WYOMING WEEKLY RIG COUNT FALLS TO 32, LOWEST SINCE 2009  
  
  The number of rigs drilling for oil and gas in Wyoming continues  
  to slide. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35436179  
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HONEYWELL JOINS OKLAHOMA, FEDERAL OFFICIALS IN SUPPORT OF EX-IM BANK  
CONTRIBUTIONS TO LOCAL ECONOMY  
  
  Honeywell (NYSE: HON) showcased the benefits of the U.S.  
  Export-Import Bank today at a roundtable attended by Congressmen  
  and local leaders at a Honeywell natural gas equipment  
  manufacturing site near Tulsa, Okla.Oklahoma Governor Mary Fallin  
  also voiced her support for the bank. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35433149  
  
  
US OIL AND NATURAL GAS RIG COUNT DROPS BY 75 TO 1,192  
  
  Oilfield services company Baker Hughes Inc. says the number of  
  rigs exploring for oil and natural gas in the U.S. fell by 75 this  
  week to 1,192 amid depressed oil prices. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35436194  
  
  
KASICH PREDICTS DRILLING TAX HIKE COULD HIT BALLOT  
  
  Gov. John Kasich (KAY'-sik) says he foresees a ballot measure  
  emerging if his latest effort to raise taxes on oil-and-gas  
  drillers fails to get through the Legislature. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35436195  
  
  
NEW BANK TO FOCUS ON ENERGY, COMMERCIAL LENDING  
  
  A new bank has joined the ranks of Midland's financial industry,  
  even as the oil industry has contracted under the strain of low  
  oil prices. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35423008  
  
  
CALIFORNIA REGULATORS ORDER OIL AND GAS COMPANIES TO STOP DRILLING  
  
  Regulators in California ordered 12 oil and gas wells in Central  
  Valley to stop drilling over growing concerns that groundwater  
  near the wells may become contaminated, ThinkProgress reported. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35423033  
  
  
FAMILY MEMBERS SETTLE WITH ASC AFTER ADMITTING TO ILLEGAL INSIDER TRADING  
  
  The Alberta Securities Commission (ASC) has concluded a Settlement  
  Agreement with three members of the same family in connection with  
  illegal insider trading and tipping. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35436205  
  
  
ENERGY TRANSFER PARTNERS ANNOUNCES PRICING OF $2.5 BILLION OF SENIOR NOTES  
  
  Energy Transfer Partners, L.P. (NYSE: ETP) today announced the  
  pricing of $1.0 billion aggregate principal amount of its 4.050%  
  senior notes due 2025, $500 million aggregate principal amount of  
  its 4.900% senior notes due 2035 and $1.0 billion aggregate  
  principal amount of its 5.150% senior notes due 2045, at a price  
  to the public of 99.918%, 99.810% and 99.772%, respectively, of  
  their face value. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35434567  
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EMINENT DOMAIN ATTORNEYS FILE MOTION TO PROTECT OHIO LANDOWNERS BY  
CHALLENGING ROVER PIPELINE'S FERC APPLICATION  
  
  Goldman & Braunstein, LLP, a Columbus, Ohio-based law firm  
  representing private landowners, filed a Motion to Intervene today  
  in an Application submitted by Rover Pipeline, LLC (Rover) to the  
  Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) to construct the  
  proposed "ET Rover" natural gas pipeline (FERC Case No. CP15-93).  
  - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35436238  
  
  
DALLAS FED: ENERGY CHILL RIPPLED TO HOUSTON, BUT REGIONAL ECONOMY GREW  
  
  The impact of low oil prices slowed demand across a range of  
  industries in Houston in recent weeks, but outlooks across the  
  state remained cautiously optimistic and the regional economy  
  continued to expand, according to a report Wednesday from the  
  Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35436249  
  
  
FITCH AFFIRMS CENTRAL PLAINS ENERGY PROJECT NO. 1 GAS PROJ REVS SER  
2007A&B AT 'A'; OUTLOOK STABLE  
  
  Fitch Ratings has affirmed the ratings on the following bonds  
  issued by the Central Plains Energy Project (CPEP). - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35431404  
  
  
ENERGY PIPELINE: ANADARKO OFFICIALLY OPENS ITS PLATTEVILLE HUB  
  
  It was a typical meeting of employees assembled at the new  
  Anadarko Petroleum facility in Platteville. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35445133  
  
  
ENERGY PIPELINE: STATE OFFICIALS FEEL THEY'VE ISOLATED, CONTAINED  
EARTHQUAKES IN WELD COUNTY  
  
  After two small earthquakes in Weld county last year, the Colorado  
  Oil and Gas Conservation Commission used a "stoplight" risk  
  management plan to prevent or control future quakes. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35445134  
  
  
LOCAL COMPANIES SHOW SUPPORT FOR PIPELINE  
  
  Congressional supporters of the Keystone Pipeline fell just five  
  votes short of overriding a presidential veto to move forward with  
  the project. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35445204  
  
  
  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  INTERNATIONAL NEWS     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
EXXONMOBIL TO START UP 16 MAJOR OIL AND GAS PROJECTS  
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  Exxon Mobil Corporation expects to start up 16 major oil and  
  natural gas projects during the next three years and is on track  
  to increase daily production to 4.3 million oil-equivalent barrels  
  by 2017. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35423109  
  
  
STATE OIL FIRM'S SCANDAL SCRAMBLES BRAZIL'S OFFSHORE DREAMS  
  
  Oil was to have been Brazil's "passport to the future," but the  
  grand dreams tied to state company Petrobras have been brought to  
  a screeching halt not only by falling crude prices, but by a  
  crisis of its own making. - (AP)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35438566  
  
  
NORWAY'S OIL SECTOR CONFIRMS SPENDING CUTS  
  
  Norway's oil and gas companies expect spending to drop 12% this  
  year after reaching an all-time high in 2014, an official survey  
  showed Thursday, as plunging oil prices compound an expected  
  slowdown after years of double-digit growth. - (Dow Jones)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35434940  
  
  
ABU DHABI TO SHUT TWO LNG TRAINS FOR MAINTENANCE  
  
  Abu Dhabis Adgas will shut down two of its liquefied natural gas  
  (LNG) production plants, or trains, from March 15 until April 19  
  for routine maintenance, two sources with knowledge of the matter  
  said. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35423030  
  
  
GOLAR LNG JUMPS ON POTENTIAL DEAL WITH ROSNEFT  
  
  Shares of Golar LNG, a company that liquefies and ships natural  
  gas, jumped Thursday after the company announced a possible deal  
  with Russian state-controlled oil company Rosneft. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35422912  
  
  
EGYPT HAS NO PLANS TO IMPORT GAS FROM ISRAEL  
  
  Cairo has no particular plans to import gas from Israel, Minister  
  of Petroleum and Mineral Resources of the Arab Republic of Egypt  
  Sherif Ismail said in an interview with TASS Wednesday. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35422915  
  
  
BRAZIL'S PETROBRAS GRAFT PROBE EXPANDED TO TOP POLITICIANS  
  
  An investigation into what prosecutors call the biggest corruption  
  scandal ever uncovered in Brazil won Supreme Court approval to  
  expand to dozens of top politicians for alleged ties to a kickback  
  scheme at the state-run energy company. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35445196  
  
  
ASIA SPOT LNG: APRIL JKM UNCHANGED ON WEEK AT $7.40/MMBTU, EYES ON  
LOWER NBP  
  
  The Platts JKM for April ended the Asian trading week at  
  $7.40/MMBtu Friday, March 6, unchanged from a week ago, as sellers  
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  and buyers took a wait-and-see stance on the back of falls in the  
  UK NBP price. - (YellowBrix)  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/global/news_text.cfm?t=g&id=35445326  
  
  
  
___________________________________________________________________________  
  
  NEED INFORMATION ON THE POWER INDUSTRY?    
  ENERGY CENTRAL'S GOT IT!      
___________________________________________________________________________  
  
CONFERENCE WATCH  
  The conference watch is a weekly e-mail service and on-line   
  database that lists upcoming industry conferences, seminars, and  
  trade shows. This service is free to all power professionals.  
  --> http://www.energycentral.com/events/  
  
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  DIRECTIONS, INFORMATION AND COPYRIGHT NOTICE      
______________________________________________________________________  
  
ABOUT ENERGY CENTRAL'S NEWS SERVICE  
  This news summary service is provided FREE to qualified   
  professionals in the power industry. This news summary may   
  be redistributed provided it is kept in its entirety.  
  
* Visit http://www.energycentral.com/utility/myaccount/ to START, STOP,   
  or CHANGE FORMAT for all of your e-mail subscriptions.  
  
PRESS RELEASES  
  Submit press releases and other news to pr@energycentral.com  
  
SPONSORSHIP AND ADVERTISING  
  For sponsorship or advertising info call sales at 303-782-5510  
  
TO DELIVER YOUR ARTICLES, PAPERS, PROCEEDINGS OR MONOGRAPHS THROUGH  
ENERGY CENTRAL:  
  Energy Central provides a variety of mechanisms for delivery of   
  information to power professionals including this news   
  product, Energy Central Web Site (http://www.energycentral.com),  
  Energy Central Conference Watch(tm), and others. We can deliver  
  your information on a promotional, subscription, or a pay-per-view  
  basis. For more information, contact Steve Drazga at 303-782-5510,  
  sdrazga@energycentral.com.  
  
COPYRIGHT INFORMATION  
  Copyright (c) CyberTech, Inc 1996-2014.   
  Energy Central (r) is a registered trademark of Cybertech,   
  Incorporated.    
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  END OF MESSAGE     
______________________________________________________________________  
  
  
You are subscribed to this email using ken.shutika@gsa.gov  
To unsubscribe from this email follow this link:  
http://www.energycentral.com/utility/myaccount/enlUnsub.cfm?w=pi100066Tmb10713  
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--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA [mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2015 2:05 PM 
T o: Drew D . T erwilliger 
Subject: Re: Documents for review

 

You hit the nail on the head.  I just got a request from him for DC govt.  It is possible you could 
bid on their requirements?

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA [mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2015 1:57 PM 
T o: Drew D . T erwilliger 
C c: T homas Chiles - PMA A  
Subject: Documents for review

 

Drew,

 

Thank you for working with us on the DOJ admin file construction.  I have a quick question 
regarding the contract.  We have a couple of non-litigants asking for a copy of our contract.  I 
assume that you are OK with releasing it, but wanted to check with you first.

 

Second, after meeting Jay Bernstein this afternoon, it appears that I need to include more 
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documents in the DOJ admin file.  They are primarily documents that we created that analyze 
your output data.  So I'll get those items to you for potential redaction as soon as I can.

 

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:  
  

  
 

 

  
 

 

GSA  
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Subject: Re: WMATA meeting
Date: Fri, 20 Feb 2015 08:45:46 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <7928922006814339797@unknownmsgid>
MD5: feb235b7d6c817b7cdef4b20cad1451b

Interesting meeting.  Lost of questions.  Kimberly will be a good fit,  
they have legal staff but they probably hire outside counsel.  
They are s bit late for merger case, they are interested but did not  
get involve?  They have a regulatory lawyer  in house. Let's find out  
if he can get involve .  
  
Let's follow up today.  
  
Lariza  
  
  
Sent from my iPhone  
  
> On Feb 19, 2015, at 4:41 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:  
>  
> Lariza and Mark,  
>  
> There was no call-in number for meeting.  Meeting went well.  They were interested in what we do for 
energy and plan a follow-up meeting.  They said they interact closely with the Council of Governments 
(COG) on big purchases like electricity.  Talked our different load shapes and uncertain whether we 
could lower price or not.  
>  
> They were interested in regulatory matters and would like some sort of estimate on what the PJM 
proposals may cost them in terms of a dollar impact.  They are also interested in the PEPCO/Exelon 
merger.  The new CFO is from Illinois and is familiar with Exelon.  They would be interested in possibly 
reaching out to an intervenor or two in the merger case.  They appear interested in participating more 
in regulatory affairs but asked us for advice and perhaps for consultants/attorneys they could work 
with.  Do you think Kimberly Frank at McCarter & English would be a good fit for them?  
>  
> Let talk more tomorrow.  
>  
> Ken Shutika  
> GSA  
> 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: 12/17/2015 Call re: Reply Brief in 1119
Date: Fri, 18 Dec 2015 08:52:08 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: Dennis Goins <   Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>,  Mark 
Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve06SZA=sAyWAvvHemCV62NsBghdboQ_AxceU0xsW6LNAA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 62ef1a7e13842ebe074e9feb38e7f377
Attachments: FC1119 GSA Reply Brief Summary.docx 

Leonard and Dennis, 
 

Attached is a brief background and summary of our proposed reply brief comments.  Please let me 
know how this sounds.  I've added a sentence in microgrid section and bring WGL into statement.  
Please check that for accuracy.  Please make any changes and I'll send up through the PBS side of 
things.  

Ken 

a. The lack of direct benefits to commercial customers. We want to address DC Water's brief that states 
that commercial customers receive direct benefits. When DC Water's witness testified, he could not 
identify those benefits. Additionally, AOBA, a signer of the Settlement Agreement like DC Water, 
specifically notes in its brief that there are no direct benefits for commercial customers. Pepco/Exelon 
notes in its Brief that AOBA is a significant representative of commercial customers. We can use Pepco's 
statement to bolster our point that AOBA asserts that there are no direct benefits for commercial 
customers.

b. In addressing direct synergies, we want to point out that there are no guarantees that there will be 
synergistic benefits and there is no guarantee that any of those benefits will be shared with commercial 
ratepayers.  It is important to address this since we anticipate Pepco/Exelon to argue we are receiving 
some synergistic benefits.

c. In regards to our Microgrids argument, we just want to point out that this is not only about cost 
recovery, but also about the exclusion or closing of the market to participants, particularly those 
potential participants who are participating in Formal Case No. 1130.  Formal Case No. 1130 was 
opened by the Commission to investigate modernizing "our energy delivery system for increased 
sustainability and will make our system more reliable, efficient, cost-effective and interactive."

Dennis will get me the technical points by COB Friday or early Saturday morning. Ken. is going to put 
together a summary of what we want to present in the Reply Brief.  He will be sending the topics 
summary to his leadership today.

Thanks,

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Summary of Reply Brief Content
Date: Fri, 18 Dec 2015 11:00:41 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Dennis Goins <  Lariza Sepulveda - 
PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>,  Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve3OW1zxbTpgz7Xnk8s4DEzVaUwcnzgLuk_PHUN126ctfw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d4716fc4f41ab5693a6d6e14863a0504
Attachments: FC1119 GSA Reply Brief Summary.docx 

Steve, 
 

Per my earlier email, attached is a summary of the content of the Reply Brief that GSA intends to file by 
5:30 p.m. on Dec. 23, 2015.  We plan to have a draft Reply Brief ready for internal review and approval 
late Monday afternoon on Dec. 21.  Given that that allows only 2 rather than 3 full days for internal 
review, I have summarized the topics that we plan to cover so that the content in general can be 
reviewed and will not be a surprise to reviewers.  As with the Initial Brief, the Reply Brief will be a legal 
document and look and feel like one.  Given the public nature of this process and GSA's role in it, I 
believe that continued active participation even if our filing is brief is warranted to ensure that GSA 
appears consistent in the public eye and to avoid negative coverage in the media.  Your assistance and 
feedback is greatly appreciated.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC 1119: DCG Notice of Filing
Date: Fri, 18 Dec 2015 19:50:18 -0600
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov, ken.shutika@gsa.gov, 
Message-ID: <-602550828956645834@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 9d6820f802be062c44c546381005ecff
Attachments: NoName_1 ; FC 1119 DCG Notice of Filing.pdf 

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone 
Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" <brian.caldwell@dc.gov> 
Date: December 18, 2015 at 5:25:10 PM CST 
To: "Herskovitz, Richard (PSC)" <RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov>, "Berry, Craig (PSC)" <cberry@psc.dc.gov>, 
Sandra Mattavous-Frye <smfrye@opc-dc.gov>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov' (ldaniels@opc-dc.gov)" 
<ldaniels@opc-dc.gov>, "Frann Francis (FFrancis@aoba-metro.org)" <FFrancis@aoba-metro.org>, 
"''leonard.lucas@gsa.gov' (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov)' (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov)" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "Peter.Meier@pepcoholdings.com" <Peter.Meier@pepcoholdings.com>, 
"rlorenzo@loeb.com" <rlorenzo@loeb.com>, "owein@nclc.org" <owein@nclc.org>, 
"bgreene@greenehurlocker.com" <bgreene@greenehurlocker.com>, 
"abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com" <abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com>, 
"jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com" <jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com>, 
"tduver@loeb.com" <tduver@loeb.com>, "ntravers@loeb.com" <ntravers@loeb.com>, 
" <  "White, Nancy A. 
(nancy.white@squirepb.com)" <nancy.white@squirepb.com>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com' 
(randy.hayman@dcwater.com)" <randy.hayman@dcwater.com>, "carolyn@carolynelefant.com" 
<carolyn@carolynelefant.com>, "'Revilo Hill' (revilohill@verizon.net)" <revilohill@verizon.net>, 
"' (  <  "Speck, Randall 
(Randall.Speck@kayescholer.com)" <Randall.Speck@kayescholer.com> 
Cc: "Ludaway, Natalie (OAG)" <natalie.ludaway@dc.gov>, "Gere, Sally (OAG)" <sally.gere@dc.gov>, 
"Rushkoff, Bennett  (OAG)" <bennett.rushkoff@dc.gov>, "Mullin, Beth (DOEE)" <beth.mullin@dc.gov>, 
"Karim, Hussain (DOEE)" <hussain.karim@dc.gov>, "Tuohey, Mark (EOM)" <mark.tuohey@dc.gov>, 
"Ross, Ronald (EOM)" <ronald.ross@dc.gov>, "Wells, Tommy (DOEE)" <tommy.wells@dc.gov> 
Subject: FC 1119: DCG Notice of Filing

Good Evening:

 

Please see the District Government’s attached Notice of Filing that was filed with the Commission after 
COB today.  If you have any questions regarding this filing, please do not hesitate to contact me.

 

Thank you,

 

Brian R. Caldwell
Assistant Attorney General

Public Advocacy Section

Public Interest Division

Office of the Attorney General

for the District of Columbia

441 Fourth Street N.W. Suite 600-S

Washington, D.C. 20001

Tel: (202) 727-6211

Fax: (202) 741-8779

brian.caldwell@dc.gov

 

Confidentiality Notice: This message is being sent by or on behalf of a lawyer. It is intended 
exclusively for the individual or entity to which it is addressed. This communication may 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:19 PM 
Subject: WashPost request 
To: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "adam.neufeld@gsa.gov" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, 
"tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology. 

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:06:15 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiV8bE-5n8Ds2iCeCqHp_OVHMeZhcU8U4_GZF8rk0+LwuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 27514ded54767fe8f3cf511ea5277566

Michael, Thank you we will review it. 
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 4:01 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Just saw this message.

The Settlement Agreement references "equalization rates" apparently in a way that GSA requested.

The Testimony GSA provides should state that GSA appreciates that the Agreement addresses these 
rates in a manner consistent with GSA's request.

Please only include this text if what I provided above is correct/accurate. 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 3:14 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).  

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:01:26 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dQOJDomYooArS6cRvwpEzrtxSh4KQajgcBoQqXyk-9FPQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3459092a1770d31739c2043060dbc4ba

Just saw this message. 
 

The Settlement Agreement references "equalization rates" apparently in a way that GSA requested.

The Testimony GSA provides should state that GSA appreciates that the Agreement addresses these 
rates in a manner consistent with GSA's request.

Please only include this text if what I provided above is correct/accurate. 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 3:14 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).  

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject: Re: Solar Settlement Ask
Date: Thu, 29 Jan 2015 14:33:56 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2Vu_-yc0ZD3qsHNW4M1Db5ZjLXgVOLmENCCaNSd+hzww@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f1de6495486ef7e29a7cc2dea46d1da6
Attachments: EnergyDivisionCommentsPEPCOExelon Settlement.docx 

attachment this time. 
 

On Thu, Jan 29, 2015 at 2:33 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lariza,

I've relabeled the top line and that is it.  Please reach out to Larry and then depending on how it goes 
send him the document.  We should probably reach out to Leonard to let him know we are working 
with some from settlement conference to reach a framework for a settlement.  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 15:14:16 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUbKqRJJJ8+fTdiPB+qmT_0VEbK9X--xZsu9ooanHsJNA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a626f7a2a74f5d54605b730cd9194ffe

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).   
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 
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projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
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Subject: Fwd: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:52:15 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dR3oHUUu52HPX==XJgwT2c_MtUYWMZgcgUCLu5JOc+-gQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 918255b30517052201fc1bdf562cab10

Please call in.---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
mailto:mark.ewing@gsa.gov
mailto:stephen.sakach@gsa.gov
http://www.gsa.gov/thisisgsa
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(
b
) 
(
5
)

(b) (5)



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Energy Paper
Date: Sun, 1 Feb 2015 21:17:41 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Joseph Eberly <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov>
Cc: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>, Olesya Minina - CDDI 

<olesya.minina@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAFBmGycKXj3VNGmtW1QhHBNt1ZfUXP8z_Bs_B7gds03Z7RJgog@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 961226545d11c13c5f8209e48ab73fe3
Attachments: Recharged _ Embargoed Final_JAN23.docx 

All on to: line...per my Friday email (which included a way forward on our review).  Let us know when 
you can provide some feedback. 

 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

US General Services Administration

FedScape Project

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ellen Jones <ellen@downtowndc.org>
Date: Fri, Jan 30, 2015 at 12:21 PM 
Subject: Energy Paper 
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

T ony – 
 
Here it is.
 
Ellen
 
Ellen Jones
Director of Infrastructure & Sustainability
Downtown Business Improvement District
1250 H Street N W Suite 1000
Washington, D C 20005
202-626-1145 desk

cell
202-661-7599 fax
ellen@downtowndc.org
www.downtowndc.org
 

 
 
From: T ony Costa - A G [mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, January 30, 2015 11:48 A M 
T o: Ellen Jones 
Subject: H i

 

Ellen,

 

How are you?  Are you available for a short call over the next day or two?  Thanks.
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Subject: Fwd: Energy Paper
Date: Mon, 2 Feb 2015 07:41:12 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Thomas Chiles (PBB)" 

<thomas.chiles@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3iCojtAJpurZT3BhQ9TsCGjYwBW=nUGO-QgwebCa=Vvw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 60d0adcc79d2c63ee23399ce7dee74e7
Attachments: Recharged _ Embargoed Final_JAN23.docx 

What do you think of document?---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Tony Costa - AG" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 
Date: Feb 1, 2015 9:18 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Energy Paper 
To: "Mark Ewing" <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, "Kenneth Shutika - PMAA" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Joseph 
Eberly" <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Scott Macrae - AG" <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>, "Olesya Minina - CDDI" <olesya.minina@gsa.gov> 

 

All on to: line...per my Friday email (which included a way forward on our review).  Let us know when 
you can provide some feedback.

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

US General Services Administration

FedScape Project

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ellen Jones <ellen@downtowndc.org>
Date: Fri, Jan 30, 2015 at 12:21 PM 
Subject: Energy Paper 
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

T ony – 
 
Here it is.
 
Ellen
 
Ellen Jones
Director of Infrastructure & Sustainability
Downtown Business Improvement District
1250 H Street N W Suite 1000
Washington, D C 20005
202-626-1145 desk

cell
202-661-7599 fax
ellen@downtowndc.org
www.downtowndc.org
 

 
 
From: T ony Costa - A G [mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, January 30, 2015 11:48 A M 
T o: Ellen Jones 
Subject: H i
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Ellen,

 

How are you?  Are you available for a short call over the next day or two?  Thanks.

 

Tony

 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

US General Services Administration

FedScape Project
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Subject: Revised version solar proposal - confidential
Date: Wed, 4 Feb 2015 16:13:27 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve09P5OK26Quuxk99w8_VP2biPFWhjwGDRLVY8bRwBrcqw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3633c271a51a0c8eace5e5bab26ef09e
Attachments: EnergyDivisionCommentsPEPCOExelon Settlement.docx 

Here it is. 
 

Ken 
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Subject: Confidential document for your review
Date: Wed, 4 Feb 2015 16:39:42 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: cara.spencer@kayescholer.com, rspeck@kayescholer.com,  Anya Schoolman 

<
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXcf9vc00HA_EGGoV1kWWSqgG_cBrOMT5HGxGLSzs+-+A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d8669b6e3e7c0bab29098beb80bc96fe
Attachments: GSAStrawproposalPEPCOExelon Settlement.docx 

Hi Randy, Cara, and Anya, 

Attached are some thoughts we put together in regard to this settlement discussions.

We are looking for your thoughts and feedback.

The document attached is confidential and for the purpose of settlement discussions only.

We look forward to hearing from you.--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Fwd: Energy Paper
Date: Mon, 2 Feb 2015 08:52:35 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Kyle Ragan - CD <kyle.ragan@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2su2hWjQr7Y+vGc6EQ-E0q4U9Z5eJKchs6LXP9WB8fkA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e2df3ade4d989dcbbcb62ce457eacb92
Attachments: Recharged _ Embargoed Final_JAN23.docx 

Here is doc. 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Date: Sun, Feb 1, 2015 at 9:17 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Energy Paper 
To: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Joseph 
Eberly <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>, Olesya Minina - CDDI <olesya.minina@gsa.gov> 

 

All on to: line...per my Friday email (which included a way forward on our review).  Let us know when 
you can provide some feedback.

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

US General Services Administration

FedScape Project

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ellen Jones <ellen@downtowndc.org>
Date: Fri, Jan 30, 2015 at 12:21 PM 
Subject: Energy Paper 
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

T ony – 
 
Here it is.
 
Ellen
 
Ellen Jones
Director of Infrastructure & Sustainability
Downtown Business Improvement District
1250 H Street N W Suite 1000
Washington, D C 20005
202-626-1145 desk

cell
202-661-7599 fax
ellen@downtowndc.org
www.downtowndc.org
 

 
 
From: T ony Costa - A G [mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, January 30, 2015 11:48 A M 
T o: Ellen Jones 
Subject: H i
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Ellen,

 

How are you?  Are you available for a short call over the next day or two?  Thanks.

 

Tony

 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

US General Services Administration

FedScape Project
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On Thu, Jan 29, 2015 at 1:04 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Dennis, Mark and Lariza,

Lariza and I have been discussing some items with some of the other intervenors and there seems to be 
some interest in renewables and fear that Exelon will be anti-renewable.  Given previous settlements in 
MD and the ask in DE and that there is no guarantee that the commercial sector may see much benefit 
from the CIF, we thought a proposal that may hit a few birds with one stone may have a chance.  Please 
review and provide us with any comments.  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
 

--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  
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Subject: Well..
Date: Tue, 27 Jan 2015 08:51:20 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAFBmGydSoF80y=8r4xnhiPBX0t=K2atwxJEBZC7Av3x+DQYWOg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: aa3f317cfd6f62427a6a994e19b6b27c

...this is interesting. 
 

http://grist.org/climate-energy/the-exelon-pepco-merger-big-nuke-heavy-utility-looking-for-new-
ratepayers-to-
fleece/utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_term=Daily%2520Jan%252026&utm_camp
aign=daily

Ring true?

t 
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org>
Date: Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 2:52 PM 
Subject: Exelon-Pepco deal falls way short, says MoCo Council 
To: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org> 

All, 

The Montgomery County Council Tuesday unanimously passed a resolution criticizing the proposed 
merger between Exelon and Pepco. See the Washington Post story below. And see here CCAN's 
statement praising the Council for its vote: 

http://chesapeakeclimate.org/press-releases/montgomery-county-council-says-exelon-pepco-deal-is-insufficient-on-
clean-energy-and-efficiency/

Mike Tidwell

Director, Chesapeake Climate Action Network

WASHINGTON POST STORY:

http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/md-politics/montgomery-council-disagrees-with-leggett-opposes-exelon-
pepco-merger/2015/03/31/d5b5d582-d736-11e4-8103-fa84725dbf9d_story.html?wprss=rss_maryland
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Maryland Politics

Montgomery council 
disagrees with Leggett, 
opposes Exelon-Pepco 
merger
By Bill Turque March 31 at 3:28 PM  

The Montgomery County Council urged the Maryland Public Service 
Commission Tuesday to get more concessions from Exelon Corp. to protect 
ratepayers and promote clean energy before approving the 
company’sproposed merger with Pepco.

The council unanimously adopted a resolution calling on the commission “to 
mitigate the serious risks to the public interest” posed by Exelon’s $6.8 billion 
deal to buy Pepco. It calls for regulators to secure commitments from the 
Chicago-based firm to hold down costs for consumers and to become a 
national leader in clean, renewable energy.

The council’s action puts it squarely on record as working against County 
Executive Isiah Leggett (D), who joined Prince George’s County Executive 
Rushern L. Baker III (D) last month in supporting the merger bid.

In a closed session several weeks ago, the council urged Leggett’s 
representatives not to make an agreement with Exelon.

But Leggett pronounced the merger “a good deal,” citing company promises to 
invest in energy-efficiency programs, solar-power generation, workforce 
development and recreational trails along some power-line rights of way. The 
company says it will pay $57.6 million for efficiency programs designated by 
Montgomery, Prince George’s and the commission.

Exelon promised to reduce the frequency and duration of Pepco outages. It 
also committed to raise the utility -  which serves more than 700,000 
customers in Montgomery, Prince George’s and the District -  into the top 
quartile nationally for reliability, as measured by established industry indexes.

The county executives have no legal authority over the merger proposal. But 
the support of county officials will be a factor in the commission’s decision, 
which it is scheduled to make this spring. The merger plan, announced in 
April 2014, also involves purchases of power utilities in New Jersey and 
Delaware. If approved, it would make Exelon the mid-Atlantic’s dominant 
energy supplier.

The merger is opposed by Maryland Attorney General Brian E. Frosh (D), the 
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state Office of People’s Counsel and other interested parties, including the 
Coalition for Utility Reform, led by Montgomery council member Roger 
Berliner (D-Potomac-Bethesda), who sponsored Tuesday’s resolution.

Berliner and other opponents contend that a prime motivation for the deal is 
Exelon’s interest in selling Maryland ratepayers electricity from its nuclear 
power plants, which are increasingly unprofitable because of low natural gas 
prices. Opponents say they are concerned that Exelon will put more resources 
into nuclear power at the expense of renewable energy.

Berliner said Exelon must make binding commitments to hold down rates and 
place a premium on renewable energy and energy efficiency.

“Much more needs to be done,” Berliner said, before the PSC “can find this 
merger in the public interest.”

Exelon spokesman Paul Adams said in a statement that the agreement reached 
with Montgomery and Prince George’s “not only meets but exceeds the 
standard of being in the public interest.” He also said Exelon “already has 
strong safeguards in place to ensure that nuclear plant costs do not impact” 
Pepco customers.

Misgivings have also been expressed by officials in the District, and the merger 
needs the approval of the city’s Public Service Commission as well as 
Maryland’s. D.C. Council members Mary M. Cheh (D-Ward 3), Elissa 
Silverman (I-At Large) and Charles Allen (D-Ward 6) have submitted a letter 
to the city commission expressing “grave doubts” about the deal.
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Subject: Re: Exelon/Pepco Merger - Washington, DC
Date: Mon, 16 Mar 2015 10:01:36 -0400
From: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CABCe4BbBhV=F-Ku+Y_=wY3zSH8t6CwsdB4RmqmYdyU8WojYYqg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a29219d4c883f2fc69409b113a080576

Ken,  
 

Thanks for the additional background information on this.  Please keep me posted on progress.

Norm  

On Fri, Mar 13, 2015 at 4:58 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Norm,

As a quick follow-up to our conversation regarding the merger and GSA's role in it, we've pulled 
together a quick summary for you.  The discussion items with PEPCO are internal to GSA.  Let us know if 
you need anything on this.

Ken Shutika

Lariza Sepulveda

GSA, Energy Division  

On Tue, Mar 10, 2015 at 7:20 PM, Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry

Thanks for the visibility on this issue.  Appreciate the offer for a more detailed discussion on the 
specifics.  Copying Johnetta to schedule a quick discussion on this.  Thanks.   

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 10, 2015, at 1:02 PM, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Norm:  Expect you're already aware of an impending surcharge that PEPCO will be seeking to collect on 
behalf of D.C. for costs associated with putting residential electricity lines and infrastructure 
underground.  

OGC has been working closely with your staff in looking at this surcharge, and our current thinking is 
that it represents a tax which GSA would be without authority to pay.  This view has been echoed by a 
number of other Federal entities that we have communicated with.  Moreover, Richard, Leonard and I 
met with DOJ's Tax Division last week to confirm that DOJ shares our view and would be prepared to 
defend GSA if/when challenged for failure to pay the surcharge.  We are following up with DOJ with 
some additional information, but believe they do share our view.

Next step, we think, is to reach out to PEPCO and DC program and attorneys to alert them to our 
concerns and potential intent to not pay the surcharge when it starts showing up on our bills.  Since this 
has been a hot button issue locally, wanted to make sure you were aware of current status, and offer 
up a briefing if you'd like one.
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Subject: PEPCO settlement - Mont.Co. and PG Co.
Date: Tue, 17 Mar 2015 14:44:53 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3fj7NE3nWjMOQEt_0VONn20dPQyoF69OytUddFzFe4eQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e6ab78a1c332d41fa9e086ff9d4e882c

FYI.  See below.  Do we want to reach back out to PEPCO? 
 

Ken

Tuesday, March 17, 2015 10:18 AM ET

Exelon, Pepco pledge Md. bill credits, solar and 
grid investments in merger settlement

Article
Related Content

To receive real-time alerts for stories on similar topics, click here.
By Darren Sweeney
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Md. attorney general, other 
intervenors urge PSC to reject 
Exelon/Pepco merger - Thursday, 
March 05, 2015 12:11 PM

FERC accuses trader of outright 
lying in yet another PJM 
manipulative behavior case -
Wednesday, March 11, 2015 4:53 PM

Poll shows Md. voter opposition to 
Exelon/Pepco merger as 
companies back settlement -
Tuesday, March 10, 2015 4:51 PM

Exelon Corp. and Pepco Holdings Inc. announced March 17 that they have reached a settlement agreement with 
Montgomery and Prince George's counties in their proposed merger case pending before the Maryland Public Service 
Commission.

The two counties represent all of Pepco Holdings utility Potomac Electric Power Co.'s customers in the state and 
nearly three-fourths of Pepco Holdings' total customers in Maryland, the companies said in a news release.

The proposed merger will combine Chicago-headquartered Exelon's three electric and gas utilities -  Baltimore Gas 
and Electric Co., Commonwealth Edison Co. and PECO Energy Co.  - with Washington, D.C.-headquartered Pepco 
Holdings' three electric and gas utilities -  Atlantic City Electric Co., Delmarva Power & Light Co. and Potomac Electric 
Power Co.

The settlement, subject to the approval by the Maryland PSC, was filed by Exelon and Pepco Holdings and signed by 
Montgomery County, Prince George's County, the National Consumer Law Center, National Housing Trust, Maryland 
Affordable Housing Coalition, the Housing Association of Nonprofit Developers and a consortium of nine recreational 
trail advocacy organizations led by the Mid-Atlantic Off-Road Enthusiasts, according to the news release. (Maryland 
PSC Case No. 9361)

The settlement includes commitments from the companies aimed at providing benefits to customers and the state 
through a combination of bill credits, funding for energy-efficiency programs and renewables investments, low-
income customer assistance and other provisions.

The companies committed to provide $36.8 million in bill credits, which amounts to approximately $50 per Pepco 
and Delmarva Power customer. The funding would come from a proposed $94.4 million customer investment fund.

The remaining $57.6 million will go toward funding energy-efficiency programs designated by the counties and the 
PSC, Exelon and Pepco said.

Other commitments include:

* A commitment to help lower certain energy bills by dedicating at least 20% of the energy efficiency funds to 
programs targeting low- and moderate-income customers.

* A $50 million "Green Sustainability Fund" to stimulate investment in solar, energy storage and other distributed 
generation throughout Pepco Holdings' service territory.

* A commitment to accelerate Pepco and Delmarva Power's reliability improvements by 2018 or face financial 
penalties if they fall short.

* Development of 15 MW of solar generation, with 5 MW each in Montgomery County, Prince George's County and 
the Delmarva Power service territory in Maryland. Prince George's has also entered into power purchase agreement 
with Exelon that the companies indicate will lead to the development of an additional 5 MW of solar generation. The 
electricity will be provided to the county free of charge for a set period of time.

* A commitment to file a proposal with the Maryland PSC for public-purpose microgrid projects in the Pepco service 
territory, including one project each in Prince George's County and Montgomery County.

* A commitment for Pepco and Delmarva Power to request that the PSC initiate a "grid-of-the-future" proceeding to 
examine opportunities to transform the electric grid through smart grid technology, microgrids, renewable resources 
and distributed generation. Exelon said it will provide up to $500,000 for the PSC to retain a consultant to study 
relevant issues and facilitate the proceeding.

* A commitment to work with PSC staff and other stakeholders to accelerate and enhance Pepco and Delmarva 
Power's energy-efficiency initiatives.

* A $4 million commitment to support workforce development programs in Prince George's County, Montgomery 
County and the Delmarva Power service territory in Maryland.

* Development of recreational trails along certain Pepco transmission corridors.

The settlement follows a pledge by Exelon and Pepco to enhance their proposed package of merger benefits in 
Maryland and Washington, D.C.

The merger received the blessing of the New Jersey Board of Public Utilities in February. Pepco shareholders 
approved the deal in September 2014, followed by the approval of the Virginia State Corporation Commission in 
October 2014 and FERC in November 2014.

Exelon and Pepco also have reached a settlement agreement in the Maryland proceeding with The Alliance for Solar 
Choice.

Under terms of the merger, Exelon will pay $27.25 per share in cash to acquire each outstanding common share of 
Pepco Holdings. In addition, Exelon will also assume approximately $5.5 billion in net debt.

The companies have said they expect the deal to be completed in the second or third quarter.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: GSA position proposed memo
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 09:05:16 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CABVpc5-z4TZiZyDZpLZfuOUzC9Dh4LoG1fcdBG6v5Cs=tsLJgQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a172b782a71aed04a5cee40592af9156
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

Mark, 
 

Here is the paper we put together at the request of our office to brief GSA about the case and the 
issues we wanted to address in the testimony to be file on November 17.  After we prepared the 
testimony that addressed the issues of concern that affected the federal customer electric rates, a 
decision was made by the leadership that we were not allowed to file the testimony.  Since we don't 
have testimony and questions and the position we recommended in the testimony  we drafted were 
not approve by the agency  we did not have any statement of questions to present on the December 
2nd and December 3rd hearing.  The hearings are public, and it is not mandatory to attend in person 
that is why the commission streams the life via Internet.   We have been following them via Internet 
and taking notes.   Lariza
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: No. 1119
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 12:06:43 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CABVpc5_AhLMS6RjLG-0tBc0UFE5qx4sK5mdtiD5nCGqr04q6Ng@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 225998f290d567d6357218420ff9b452
Attachments: GSA Motion FC1119 Filed 10-16-15.pdf 

FYI 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
  

 
 
 

delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.   

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft Regulatory Program Issues
Date: Wed, 2 Dec 2015 17:59:50 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0Fa269YVRATM6b8dRi2iyo+=r=q7y_k9HjeLyMafEsYA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b29a0dc5494561d28eba1a55fb4c2c29
Attachments: Overview GSA Utility Intervention Program Dec 2015.docx 

Steve, Mark and Lariza, 
 

Attached is a draft overview.  Please modify/correct/etc at will.

Ken  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: FC 1119 12-3-15 cross transcript
Date: Sat, 05 Dec 2015 03:17:21 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <7336516D3F8F499F854CB9D44DC083DF@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 25477953f68f3a698eb2ae24e25f9700
Attachments: cdavis_1242015_116_1_Formal_Case_No__1119_(Volume_II)__12-03-2015.pdf ; 2015-

NJ-order approve-Exelon PHI merger-2-11-15-2L.pdf 

see the attached 12/3/15 transcript at pages (pdf page nos.) 125 (Oliver - rate shock plus Commission comment), 
129 (Oliver - rate shock), 141 (Oliver - microgrids - he says nothing), and 144 (Oliver - no direct benefit to 
commercial customers - not contradicted in either 12/2 or 12/3 transcripts).  you should be able to see my 

highligts.     
also see Kane cross of OPC at 87-88 where OPC admits that it will not commit to supporting ending negative class 

RORs (see Par 48 fo the settlement). 

  
re direct commercial benefits in DE and NJ settlements: (1) DE settlement included no direct benefits, but there 
were no commercial/industrial nonresidential customer signatories to the settlement; (2) NJ settlement  and order 

(see attached at 34) said CIF should be distributed among all customers, not just residential. 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: meeting at GSA
Date: Fri, 27 Feb 2015 17:58:05 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG 

<scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWCyB-NiDKTtUfL_dZfKs80oeCkB+P2cORw=G8eR2WWcA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ff4c07c23df84885c6724aaae19fca1f
Attachments: Mark.Chambers.Testimony.AsFiled[1].pdf ; Exhibit __ DCG (A)-2 Conditions [1].pdf ; DC 

Conditions.docx 

Hi Tony, 

The documents attached are the testimony,and set of conditions filed by DC DGS on Exelon-/Pepco 
merger testimony. 

As Ken mentioned in his email,  Zach met with us last Wednesday, talked about their position in the 
merger case and forwarded their testimony to us.

  

The documents attached are public, and are posted in the DC PUC website.  

DC DGS conditions are in the doc title Exhibit DCG A-2.

Take a look on page 1 line 20  -- III. Market competition conditions section.  Several of the items in this 
section are overreaching.  

We have not file comments on behalf of GSA, and we made a decision early on in the case  not take a 
public position on the merger.

We have been part of settlement meetings with the company, and we have outline areas of interest 
and/or concern for GSA and the Federal executive agencies in DC and MD.

We look forward to meeting with you next week to discuss GSA's position, and interest in this case.  

Have a wonderful weekend.

Lariza 

Lariza Sepulveda

Energy Division

GSA Central Office

1800 F Street NW

Washington, DC 20010

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov>
Date: Fri, Feb 27, 2015 at 11:42 AM 
Subject: Re: meeting at GSA 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
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Hi Lariza and Ken – It was great to meet you both and further discuss some of our complimentary 
efforts. I had a great conversation with Tony Costas, Scott Macrae, and Joe Eberly (from the HOTD) 
yesterday as well. I believe we have multiple efforts where working together and sharing information 
could benefit us, our clients, and taxpayers generally. On that note, please let me know when you all 
would like to discuss our approach for DC’s solar RFP/PPA. I’d also appreciate any contacts you 
referenced for block+index procurement and strategy, and how that’s worked outside of the sub 
account approach. Tony is interested in exploring/utilizing the DER-CAM model for the HOTD, so I’ll be 
sure to loop you all in as that conversation moves forward. Its great to know you all better and I’m 
looking forward to collaborating more often.

Also, for reference, I’ve attached a two-page summary “Conditions" document and the related publicly 
filed Exhibits on the Exelon acquisition of Pepco. The exhibits provide detailed information and broad 
context for whats on record with the PSC and DC’s/DGS’ public position. The summary is a quick and 
simple resource for what we requested to make this in the public interest. Thanks again, and have a 
great weekend.

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009

202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Thursday, February 26, 2015 at 3:55 PM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Cc:  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Subject:  Re: meeting at GSA

Hi Zach,

Thank you for stopping by at our head quarters.  It was great to meet in person and learn about 

DC GS energy related initiatives.

Let's continue the conversation.

Best regards

Lariza Sepulveda

On Wed, Feb 25, 2015 at 12:15 PM, Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> wrote:

Ok, great, I’ll see you at 2. Thanks!

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009
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202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Wednesday, February 25, 2015 at 12:14 PM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Subject:  Re: meeting at GSA

2 pm works.  I have a meeting that starts 3pm

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 25, 2015, at 12:05 PM, Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> wrote: 

Hi Lariza – Does 2:00 or 2:30 work? Thanks.

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009

202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Wednesday, February 25, 2015 at 9:21 AM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Subject:  meeting at GSA

Hi Zach,

Let me know if meeting at 1:30 pm at our HQ  still works for you.

Our address is 1800 F street NW.  We can continue the conversation on merger case, micro grids in dc 
etc.

Lariza Sepulveda

GSA

Energy Division

--  
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Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 09:49:20 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVZqh0mTTTv1fkFkL_twwFfUAxSnoNjXRLqLcGQFKLaCw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4ca981eb95a34f9758a46294196f13b0
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

Hi, Here is the first draft for your review.  Lariza 

. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: FC1119 testimony edits
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 11:34:22 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1Ak6wtOBTLKWVu-01TwstDpKuMRXWtNAyojzUOzKGCaw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 473ea1172c6cc399a0b751fabd19f476
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Dennis, 
 

Attached are my relatively minor edits.  I did not edit CIF on page 5 line 11 as I assumed that you were 
quoting from the Commission ruling.  Otherwise you would want to spell it out as you did on page 6.  
For my lay persons mind, the impact of the proposed all customer 2 year rate freeze on the other CIF 
areas is something that we will get questions on.  Also, do you have an estimate of how much an all 
customer rate freeze costs/is worth?  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 13:16:52 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3c7CApKGBiqX494KOF62+u0aj0J1Tpt905HnkyqVzG=A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e2d092cb7acf7a7c566a0300f65ace5b
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Michael, 
 

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 21:26:36 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Cc: Stephen Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dRByn1CU3+R=zw4cPBqjqGOZ9R20uxft5sAXqR1GP7+vg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6142a73132078a6ed0eaa874df25a068
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Please let me know what you think.---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Kenneth Shutika - PMAA" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 16, 2015 1:17 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Mark Ewing - PMAA" 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 21:51:29 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: tony.costa@gsa.gov
Cc: ken.shutika@gsa.gov, lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <-2936732198660365471@unknownmsgid>
MD5: d60d7be1baa7a4e4848abd550d3b6b5f
Attachments: NoName_1 ; GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

There was one additional edit from Michael.  I am up in Region 1, but should be available for a phone 
call if you need to recommend changes.  Also fine with you contacting Ken or Lariza directly 

Sent from my iPhone 
Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date: November 16, 2015 at 9:49:20 AM EST 
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1

Hi, Here is the first draft for your review.  Lariza

. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: final revised draft
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 15:03:00 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <09E7E8BCF7F24923AC1CFBC440A23738@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 1083b6ed4d1d7a318be532580b733f01
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt11a.doc 

1. this is the final draft    

2. call w/ any changes 

  

3. i'll be sending LL the final pdf w/s signed affidavit by 3:30, so pls get any changes you want to me by then, 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: revisions
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:33 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVdsa9707bY1+jd3TmwxEjqnLXjZBmJ3Qf_mkfHbiOhOA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8becc2d94037e7234414b4f488e549d0
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt9a.doc 

Michael,  here is the latest version.  

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: FC1119 final
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:08:01 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <973BA3CEBA5D462BA141DE70F1BCCF6C@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 2af9b5092349d843a7a18c3656338211
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

pls see attachment    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:08:11 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 

<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - 
LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>,  Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - 
PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve3E2_oGVmiKjROXcyQ4yE5Mavt0gkq=B0kRgTMv-90azg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: c6370aa4820cc018a7998f3fa5acde8a
Attachments: GSA _Initial Comments Re FC1130 Order17192-2015-08-31-final (2).pdf ; MEDSISKick-

OffGSAPresentationOct (1).pptx 

Michael, 
 

We are revising the testimony per instructions on microgrids.  We should have it any minute.  We had 
to clarify comments with our rate consultant expert.  Part of our statement will include a reference to 
GSA's previous comments and presentation to the Commission on FC1130 on the future of DC's energy 
systems in the past few months.  GSA has recommended that barriers to microgrids be removed and 
policies in support of microgrids should be developed.  So GSA is on record as being supportive of 
microgrids in Washington, DC.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:12:23 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve2FAqQ+uTCKfLn0iBDu9EQ2tjbSoEikvvjzhS7kb+WEDA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0cc75e614577e0d7e580c2d0cb7a5ba7
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Michael, 
 

Attached is the final version of the testimony per suggested revisions.  See Page 15 for revised 
statement on microgrids.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 final
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 17:55:43 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVuUWDFd6YraaezOQ7+gmR=8TFmDSGCdUf_fgUf2Q12Kw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 102186968379027c59c7a11fc40c81a3
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Steve,  attached is the final draft of the testimony  we were going to file today on behalf of GSA on FC 
1119.  We were waiting on final approval to file and Michael informed us that it was a no go.  We had a 
meeting with Michael Gelbert around 5 :10  and  he explained  the reasons.  He did a good job but 
ultimately it is then agency's decision.  We appreciate all the support we got through this process.  
Regards Lariza 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 
Subject: FC1119 final 
To: Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

pls see attachment 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Summary of GSA - Pepco/Exelon interactions
Date: Wed, 23 Dec 2015 15:30:57 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2nuCxCpqTMCes6Be8+8OA=Qag3go0PdXk9h0FTCTjnBg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a4949c14e65d7b15f9ad2f59182a001e
Attachments: SummaryGSAPepcoExeloninteractionsMergerCase.docx 

Mark, 
 

Attached is a summary of the interactions that I am aware of between GSA and Pepco/Exelon.  Please 
review and make any changes you think warranted.

Ken  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft of GSA - Pepco/Exelon interaction
Date: Wed, 23 Dec 2015 15:53:31 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0zGnoE8Z-=dN+b6wBheSuSgR2zkwCd4Jvm49mN8KgN-g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1cee7c99cd9ce78c3a9e8076c007f81a
Attachments: SummaryGSAPepcoExeloninteractionsMergerCase.docx 

Steve, 
 

Here is a draft of interactions that I am aware of between GSA and Pepco/Exelon regarding the merger. 
 

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: RECHARGED: REDUCING ENERGY COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON DRAFT REPORT
Date: Wed, 26 Nov 2014 11:20:01 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG 

<scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAFBmGyfT4s-h0R+8gmyvLPmH02RtDseOB8LeU40kkE9-CbM-yw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 22e5d1635155864bd83b16b9380acfd0
Attachments: Recharged _ BID Leadership Paper _ v2DRAFTSB.pdf 

Ken, 

Good catching up.  Here's the draft put out by the former DC energy guy (now a Downtown BID 
consultant).  I am happy to send comments.  Based on our review, we can decide how much we need to 
distance ourselves from the paper itself while still participating in the discussion.  

The consulting firm I mentioned - TMG Energy Systems.  I am going to call them on Monday.

Looking forward to the discussion next week.  Enjoy Thanksgiving.

Scott,

Hadn't yet forwarded to you...

t

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Scott Pomeroy <scott@downtowndc.org>
Date: Tue, Nov 25, 2014 at 12:58 PM 
Subject: RECHARGED: REDUCING ENERGY COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON DRAFT REPORT 
To: "petera@iadb.org" <petera@iadb.org>, "batkinson@bostonproperties.com" 
<batkinson@bostonproperties.com>, "rboe@monumentalsports.com" 
<rboe@monumentalsports.com>, "scahill@pgp.us.com" <scahill@pgp.us.com>, 
"kclinton@federalcitycouncil.org" <kclinton@federalcitycouncil.org>, "jcollins@eventsdc.com" 
<jcollins@eventsdc.com>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "edebarros@dcbia.org" 
<edebarros@dcbia.org>, "zachs.dobelbower@dc.gov" <zachs.dobelbower@dc.gov>, "ffrancis@aoba-
metro.org" <ffrancis@aoba-metro.org>, "kiii@gouldproperty.com" <kiii@gouldproperty.com>, 
"brian.hanlon@dc.gov" <brian.hanlon@dc.gov>, "pjeffers@aoba-metro.org" <pjeffers@aoba-
metro.org>, "pjohnston@bostonproperties.com" <pjohnston@bostonproperties.com>, 
"sjumper@washgas.com" <sjumper@washgas.com>, "glaytham@clydes.com" 
<glaytham@clydes.com>, "lmallory@dcbia.org" <lmallory@dcbia.org>, 
"emoneme@federalcitycouncil.org" <emoneme@federalcitycouncil.org>, "howard_riker@hines.com" 
<howard_riker@hines.com>, "trusso@akridge.com" <trusso@akridge.com>, "ssands@eventsdc.com" 
<ssands@eventsdc.com>, "dtuchmann@akridge.com" <dtuchmann@akridge.com>, 
"hwingo@dcchamber.org" <hwingo@dcchamber.org>, "devin@dcbia.org" <devin@dcbia.org> 
Cc: Ellen Jones <ellen@downtowndc.org> 

Hello Everyone,  
Attached  to this email you will find the first draft of the report,  “RECHARGED:  REDUCING ENERGY  
C OS T S , R I S K S , & C A R B ON.“  We look forward to hearing from you about whether  we have captured  
and articulated the array of energy issues and opportunities  in the District.   
Please  review  the report,  circulate it to your colleagues  and provide your comments  by December  3rd. 
We will incorporate the comments  into the next draft that we will send to you on December 5th. 
We hope  that  you will all be able to join us for a presentation  of the report  Monday, December 8th, 
beginning at 8A M in the offices of the DowntownDC B ID , 1250 H Street,  NW, Suite 1000. 
Please  reply to this email with your availability for December  8th  or give me a call i f you have any  other  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: PEPCO-Exelon Merger FOIA
Date: Fri, 15 Jan 2016 14:51:29 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "Claire L. O'Donnell - LR" <claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXigDGUrAi6daVbnsSeJrbv84--EgcJaT+1b1RdQXGETA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ca230fa112c831d9ff714379b3fe322c
Attachments: GSA.gov Mail - Wash Post article.html ; Lucas2_792014_1216_1_Intervention_Filing.pdf 

; Lucas2_7102014_1652_1_Motion_for_Special_Appearance.pdf 

Hi Claire,  attached find: 
 

-- The petition to intervene and notice of appearance in FC 1119 that was file on behalf of GSA July 9 
2014.

--  Email received by Army legal regarding GSA and Merger.

Lariza

On Fri, Jan 15, 2016 at 2:35 PM, Claire L. O'Donnell - LR <claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov> wrote:

Travis and Hyacinth:

Here is a link to our draft of Lariza's and Ken's responses to the FOIA requests. Some of the requests are 
multifaceted. Those items are broken down into separate items underneath. Items 5, 6, 8, and 9 
require clarification, but you will see that some of them require clarification on only portions of the 
inquiry. Given the nature of this FOIA, I would like to chat with you and Travis (and have our clients, 
Lariza and Ken, on the call if they wish) to discuss how you will request clarification. I wonder if it is 
better to make the request for clarification concurrent with the production - because the requester 
may just be satisfied with the items in the production and then be less motivated to clarify the other 
things. We think we could be finished and ready to provide the entire response to you by Tuesday COB. 

Claire L. O'Donnell

Assistant General Counsel 
Real Property Division

General Services Administration

1800 F Street NW, Room 2012A

Washington, DC 20405
p: 202 219 2363 
f: 202 501 1944

The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the
addressee(s) and may be protected by the attorney-client privilege and/or
work product doctrine.  Please do not forward or further disseminate this
message without the consent of the sender.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Pepco merger update
Date: Thu, 14 Jan 2016 14:37:41 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Claire O'Donnell - LR" 

<claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVkifexu7kbxmdZCV83pwvMJPuvM5CiWs6ccR4fDSEDdg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 72a16c891ee37a3d826b37415b80cb5b
Attachments: Pepco-Proposed Issue ndex.pdf ; AOBA_Petition_to_Intervene.pdf ; investingdaily.com-

ExelonPepco Merger.pdf ; Merger-5.pdf ; Pepco Exelon pledge 1,500 new jobs with 
merger.pdf 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Mon, Jun 23, 2014 at 12:42 PM 
Subject: Pepco merger update 
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Heather Cameron <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Ken 
Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

 
for your reading enjoyment, pls find attached 3 articles re the merger, Pepco's proposed issues list for FC1119, and 

AOBA's petition to intervene in FC1119.  one of the articles notes that Pepco plans to file in MD in August. 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Energy
Date: Sun, 29 Mar 2015 21:57:13 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: "Anosike, Dennis" <DAnosike@wmata.com>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG 

<scott.macrae@gsa.gov>,  Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1C6auAWJ2rVV110RDoz2C__AjoikjJoj6PeLmhA7jAhA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: efa30b9b71f7f163f663edaea197e744
Attachments: MD Co settlements Joint Applicants' Request for Adoption of Settlements.pdf ; FERC 

Order 745 Repeal Impacts to GSA.docx ; DODFEA-comments_ER15-623-000-final.pdf 

Dennis, 
 

I apologize for the delay here.  I have been going in too many different directions of late.  I promised 
some info and will provide you as much as I can here.  Please let me know if you need additional 
information or have any questions.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

In terms of Defense Logistics Agency contacts, I've provided two below that I think can assist you with 
any question you may have.

Lawrence.Fratis@dla.mil

Andrea.Kincaid@dla.mil

In terms of the Exelon/PEPCO merger, it is too late for formal intervention as we discussed. 
Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties in MD have already reached settlements with Exelon which 
I've attached.  None of the parties in DC have reached a settlement with Exelon to date.  Hearings take 
place in DC all week.  I would expect more settlement discussion next week by multiple parties.  My 
colleague, Lariza Sepulveda, will forward you a DC Govt. regulatory contact or two.  If WMATA has a 
specific ask, please let us know.

My notes indicate that I was going to provide you some cost estimates, but I can't recall which ones.  
Given that, I am going to fill in the blank with some potential capacity price increase estimates related 
to both the PJM capacity performance filing and the potential for demand response to be signficantly 
altered as a result of the court challenge to FERC Order 745.  We prepared a brief summary document 
which I've attached.  It is perhaps broader on some policy matters than WMATA's areas of concern, but 
the potential for price increases are just the same.  If the PJM proposal goes through, we estimate 
potential increases of nearly a penny per kWh across most of PJM and in DC and MD.  I don't recall your 
exact usage in DC and MD, but I believe it was several hundred million kWhs.  A 1 cent/kWh increase 
would translate into a $1 million increase in rates for every 100 million kWhs used.  For WMATA, this 
would potentially be a several million dollar increase.   I've also attached our filing with FERC on the 
PJM case filed through DOD.  

Finally, you had asked for a party or two that you could use to represent WMATA in regulatory 
proceedings.  My colleague and I met and discussed regulatory matters at length with Kimberly Frank of 
McCarter & English, LLP and we were quite impressed with her breadth of regulatory knowledge at 
both the Federal and State levels.  I've attached her contact info below.  There are also groups like 
Exeter and Associates that DOD often uses.  Regulatory assistance is not inexpensive, but the impacts 
of adverse decisions can be significant and lasting.  

 
Kimberly B. Frank | Partner 
McCARTER & ENGLISH, LLP 

1015 15th Street, NW, 12th Floor | Washington DC, 20005 
T: 202-753-3428
F: 202-354-4641
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

kfrank@mccarter.com | www.mccarter.com  

 

On Fri, Mar 20, 2015 at 3:31 PM, Anosike, Dennis <DAnosike@wmata.com> wrote:

Good Afternoon Kenneth-

 

I am following up on a meeting you had with Dennis on Feb 19th. There was some information following 
that meeting promised to Dennis and he just wanted to follow up 

 

Tye Marshall 
Office Manager
Office of the C hief F inancial Officer
WMA T A – 600 5th S treet, N.W. – R oom 605
Was hington, D C   20001
P : 202-962-1201
E : tdmarshall@ wmata.com
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft PHI letter
Date: Fri, 3 Apr 2015 15:05:52 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 

<kyle.ragan@gsa.gov>,  Thomas Chiles - PMAA <thomas.chiles@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve18MmdwMEYu2k7rZHRuA2z7q7_jiqrfK1-aw2-afJGOxg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3143577404e7d635ac23558d6813982b
Attachments: GSA request to PHI for Interconnection Assistance April 2015.doc 

Lariza, Kyle, Tom, 
 

Attached is a draft letter for Lariza's signature.  Please review and change as necessary.  Thanks.

Ken 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Timeline request
Date: Mon, 16 Mar 2015 14:35:47 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 

<kyle.ragan@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWt_e33o0YpeOYgiE3938M+JZust9On66GDqAR0zLDJKQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: fa8b80a8f2d3f683255bb54e2e4cdff1
Attachments: GSAPHIExelonMerger - Google Docs.pdf 

Hi Scott, 
 

Attached is a summary of GSA activities in the DC Exelon/PHI merger case.  GSA has been participating 
in settlements discussions and some

of the items in this attachment are confidential.

Let us know if this is a good format, and we will send you a one pagers on other ongoing GSA activities 
in DC.  

Hope this is helpful!

Best

Lariza

On Tue, Mar 10, 2015 at 1:30 PM, Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Ken, Lariza and Kyle,

Hope you all are well. 

Ken, Tony mentioned talking to you in the kitchen and we wanted to follow up and ask for a very brief 
timeline of all DC/WMATA/GSA connected activities around energy buying or anything else. We know 
there are a lot of balls in the air and want to help understand what is pressing today versus what we 
could expect longer term. 

We're not asking for a huge effort, just a quick doc outlining main events and timing, so we can keep 
our heads clear. 

We appreciate all the great things you all are doing. Looking forward to continuing to work with y'all...

Thank you,

Scott 

--

Scott P. MacRae
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: NJBPU merger approval
Date: Thu, 12 Mar 2015 12:06:03 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Heather Cameron" <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>, "Leonard Lucas" 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <4A98EF41486A416CA7D06454DCDEF198@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 9b6a0da6ee42359f1384d3cab8d84c20
Attachments: 9361 - Notice of NJBPU Merger Approval.pdf 

attached is the NJBPU order approving the Exelon/PHI merger settlement.    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Exelon/Pepco Merger - Washington, DC
Date: Fri, 13 Mar 2015 16:58:35 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1adVgaiqruNMgt_D8Ye_b=Y_A6_Z2FgEayRhzLzFfxyg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 693b6ea4a177746615438e6221caa732
Attachments: GSAPHIExelonMerger - Google Docs.pdf 

Norm, 
 

As a quick follow-up to our conversation regarding the merger and GSA's role in it, we've pulled 
together a quick summary for you.  The discussion items with PEPCO are internal to GSA.  Let us know if 
you need anything on this.

Ken Shutika

Lariza Sepulveda

GSA, Energy Division  

On Tue, Mar 10, 2015 at 7:20 PM, Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov> wrote:
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: GSAMergerCase
Date: Fri, 13 Mar 2015 16:54:19 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVOZmj7cC7PZ7R=hhkDH7Q8Y8=VQiOJArmngW9GviGZ7Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7f97d04841bea00a350c309945dbb5ad
Attachments: GSAPHIExelonMerger - Google Docs.pdf 

-- 
 
Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Preliminary Response to DowntownDC paper
Date: Wed, 3 Dec 2014 16:38:04 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG 

<scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVP+49GpOuL5PQ0u1uhWTp1iZqksXGkmN_vOUzgEb+7sw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b3b9f28cfc150f64f1fb02a5164e0540
Attachments: DowntownDCGSAresponse.docx 

Tony, 
 

Attached is a draft of the repose to the Downtown DC doc. 

The last paragraph would be GSA's recommendations or input.

Let us know if you find the document to be sober or too long and if we are in the right track.

What would you edit out?  What would you like to add to it...etc

Regards

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Preliminary Response to DowntownDC paper
Date: Thu, 4 Dec 2014 16:12:37 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVcF0s7btLZd0wEyAmpDrPGVsJZR6pQxkaiYLiVRVVvOg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6e1e7e992ccf5915789e059bd78f556e
Attachments: DowntownDCGSAresponse.docx 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 3, 2014 at 4:38 PM 
Subject: Preliminary Response to DowntownDC paper 
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> 

 

Tony,

Attached is a draft of the repose to the Downtown DC doc. 

The last paragraph would be GSA's recommendations or input.

Let us know if you find the document to be sober or too long and if we are in the right track.

What would you edit out?  What would you like to add to it...etc

Regards

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: RE: December meeting with Pepco Energy
Date: Fri, 12 Dec 2014 09:33:03 -0500
From: Jeff Niesz <jniesz@pepcoenergy.com>
To: "mark.ewing@gsa.gov" <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, "Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

(ken.shutika@gsa.gov)" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <B0A8E478E8F2E244B0E36A5A084DAF9E0224211F3D30@MAILBOX-

CL1.pepcoenergy.net>
MD5: 79b9e34bb4bb0aecf5a409da0e4b2b12

Gentlemen, can we look to either next Thursday or Friday, per below? 

 

Thanks,

Jeff

 

From: Jeff Niesz 
Sent: Monday, December 08, 2014 9:15 AM 
To: mark.ewing@gsa.gov; Kenneth Shutika - PMAA (ken.shutika@gsa.gov) 
Subject: December meeting with Pepco Energy

 

Good morning Mark and Ken –

 

As a follow up to our November communications and my quick discussion with Mark at FUPWG in FL, 
can we schedule a time to meet at your offices or even over lunch sometime over next two weeks 
before everyone heads out on leave?

 

Main topics for discussion would be a general update on Pepco Energy (including the pending PHI – 
Exelon merger) the UESC contracting vehicle in NCR for GSA (opportunities and constraints), HOTD, and 
GSA outside of NCR.

 

This week Tuesday, after 10:30 am is open, as is all day Thursday.  The week of the 15th – Monday the 
15th, Thursday the 18th and Friday the 19th are open as well.  Please advise if you can accommodate any 
of these dates and your preference for a meeting or lunch and I will send an Outlook invite.

 

Thank you,

 

Jef f  Niesz

Senior Director, Federal Business Development

 

Mobile: | Office: 703.253.1769 | Fax: 703.253.1798

Email: jniesz@pepcoenergy.com

Click to follow on: WEB | LinkedIn | Twitter
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: RECHARGED: REDUCING ENERGY COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON DRAFT REPORT
Date: Tue, 9 Dec 2014 16:02:59 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2c+rTmc4HzUyCj5tq+DOcfNSBfh3_s18728qu_q6BewQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 97bfdb361fe4d649793491a59e7374da
Attachments: image001.png ; Recharged _ BID Leadership Paper _ 12-05-2014.pdf 

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Dec 9, 2014 at 2:00 PM 
Subject: Fwd: RECHARGED: REDUCING ENERGY COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON DRAFT REPORT 
To: "ken.shutika@gsa.gov" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

 

New version.   Prettier.   Not great but better.   

202.501.0635 (direct)

 (mobile)

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Scott Pomeroy <scott@downtowndc.org> 
To: "petera@iadb.org" <petera@iadb.org>, "batkinson@bostonproperties.com" 
<batkinson@bostonproperties.com>, "scahill@pgp.us.com" <scahill@pgp.us.com>, 
"kclinton@federalcitycouncil.org" <kclinton@federalcitycouncil.org>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "edebarros@dcbia.org" <edebarros@dcbia.org>, "zachs.dobelbower@dc.gov" 
<zachs.dobelbower@dc.gov>, "ffrancis@aoba-metro.org" <ffrancis@aoba-metro.org>, 
"brian.hanlon@dc.gov" <brian.hanlon@dc.gov>, "pjeffers@aoba-metro.org" <pjeffers@aoba-
metro.org>, "pjohnston@bostonproperties.com" <pjohnston@bostonproperties.com>, 
"sjumper@washgas.com" <sjumper@washgas.com>, "lmallory@dcbia.org" <lmallory@dcbia.org>, 
"emoneme@federalcitycouncil.org" <emoneme@federalcitycouncil.org>, "trusso@akridge.com" 
<trusso@akridge.com>, "dtuchmann@akridge.com" <dtuchmann@akridge.com>, 
"hwingo@dcchamber.org" <hwingo@dcchamber.org>, "devin@dcbia.org" <devin@dcbia.org>, "Scott 
Macrae - AG (scott.macrae@gsa.gov)" <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ellen Jones <ellen@downtowndc.org>, "Sam Brooks (sam.brooks@clearrock.co)" 
<sam.brooks@clearrock.co>, Richard Bradley <bradley@downtowndc.org> 
Subject: RECHARGED: REDUCING ENERGY COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON DRAFT REPORT

Hello Everyone,  
Attached  to this email you will find the latest  draft of the report,  “RECHARGED:  REDUCING 
E N E R G Y C OS T S , R I S K S , & C A R B ON.“  We want to thank everyone for the constructive comments  
we have received they  have been extremely valuable.  Y ou will see some of your comments  reflected in 
this latest version of the report  and others  as discussion topics for Monday’s agenda.
We look forward to seeing  all of you who can make it on Monday, December 8th at 8:00am in the 
offices of the DowntownDC B ID , 1250 H Street,  NW, Suite 1000. 
Thank  you,

Scott Pomeroy
Sustainability Manager
DowntownDC B I D 
202.661.7580 direct

cell
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Exelon/PEPCO merger settlement thought
Date: Thu, 29 Jan 2015 13:04:19 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <  Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  

Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3H++6bTF-rzUQMs0vCdM49xkE7nDsp3LrU6jkF4Fb9aA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6c201baab242244163d810692d24f7c4
Attachments: EnergyDivisionCommentsPEPCOExelon Settlement.docx 

Dennis, Mark and Lariza, 
 

Lariza and I have been discussing some items with some of the other intervenors and there seems to be 
some interest in renewables and fear that Exelon will be anti-renewable.  Given previous settlements in 
MD and the ask in DE and that there is no guarantee that the commercial sector may see much benefit 
from the CIF, we thought a proposal that may hit a few birds with one stone may have a chance.  Please 
review and provide us with any comments.  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: PMG invoice
Date: Sat, 27 Dec 2014 12:34:32 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Greg Snider" <donald.snider@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <B2619720E7624F9EA766E9D6DCAAF6E5@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: c84e1bd262f008c2d276d61bc51c9b3f
Attachments: GSA14.DEC.pdf 

Please see attachment.  Thanks    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: RECHARGED: REDUCING ENERGY COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON DRAFT REPORT
Date: Tue, 9 Dec 2014 14:00:34 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: "ken.shutika@gsa.gov" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <3184621457345522851@unknownmsgid>
MD5: e9d021d791cff9d558b4289da0aa6697
Attachments: image001.png ; Recharged _ BID Leadership Paper _ 12-05-2014.pdf 

 

New version.   Prettier.   Not great but better.   

202.501.0635 (direct)

(mobile)

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Scott Pomeroy <scott@downtowndc.org> 
To: "petera@iadb.org" <petera@iadb.org>, "batkinson@bostonproperties.com" 
<batkinson@bostonproperties.com>, "scahill@pgp.us.com" <scahill@pgp.us.com>, 
"kclinton@federalcitycouncil.org" <kclinton@federalcitycouncil.org>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "edebarros@dcbia.org" <edebarros@dcbia.org>, "zachs.dobelbower@dc.gov" 
<zachs.dobelbower@dc.gov>, "ffrancis@aoba-metro.org" <ffrancis@aoba-metro.org>, 
"brian.hanlon@dc.gov" <brian.hanlon@dc.gov>, "pjeffers@aoba-metro.org" <pjeffers@aoba-
metro.org>, "pjohnston@bostonproperties.com" <pjohnston@bostonproperties.com>, 
"sjumper@washgas.com" <sjumper@washgas.com>, "lmallory@dcbia.org" <lmallory@dcbia.org>, 
"emoneme@federalcitycouncil.org" <emoneme@federalcitycouncil.org>, "trusso@akridge.com" 
<trusso@akridge.com>, "dtuchmann@akridge.com" <dtuchmann@akridge.com>, 
"hwingo@dcchamber.org" <hwingo@dcchamber.org>, "devin@dcbia.org" <devin@dcbia.org>, "Scott 
Macrae - AG (scott.macrae@gsa.gov)" <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ellen Jones <ellen@downtowndc.org>, "Sam Brooks (sam.brooks@clearrock.co)" 
<sam.brooks@clearrock.co>, Richard Bradley <bradley@downtowndc.org> 
Subject: RECHARGED: REDUCING ENERGY COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON DRAFT REPORT

Hello Everyone, 
Attached to this email you will find the latest draft of the report, “RECHARGED: REDUCING 
E N E R G Y C OS T S , R I S K S , & C A R B ON.“  We want to thank everyone for the constructive comments  
we have received they  have been extremely valuable.  Y ou will see some of your comments  reflected in 
this latest version of the report  and others  as discussion topics for Monday’s agenda.

We look forward to seeing all of you who can make it on Monday, December 8th at 8:00am in the 
offices of the DowntownDC B ID , 1250 H Street,  NW, Suite 1000. 

Thank you,
Scott Pomeroy
Sustainability Manager
DowntownDC B I D 
202.661.7580 direct

cell
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: constellation/exelon settlement agreement....
Date: Wed, 28 Jan 2015 23:54:42 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <DB62FCD9200D4FA48B56136DC6AD3443@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 835242902d9a575d71f6a7004e21266a
Attachments: MDPSC-Case 9271-Constellation Exelon merger-press release.pdf ; Exelon-pr-20111215-

MergerSettlement.pdf ; MDPSC-Case 9271-Constellation Exelon merger-Order 
84698.pdf 

attached are relevant docs from the MDPSC Exelon-Constellation merger case, the case for which i assuming you 
are requesting info.  the MDSPSC's final order includes the settlement agreement (if a PSC issues an order that is 

based on or reflects a settlement agreement, the agreement is almost always attached to the order).      

Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, 
please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Wednesday, January 28, 2015 2:59 PM 

Subject: constellation/exelon settlement agreement....

Hi Dennis,

Do you know if a settlement agreement becomes public after a merger has been approve?

If it is do you Â know how to find it?Â  Can you find it for us? Â we are trying to review the 
requirements to develop renewable power in MD.

thank you

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Exelon files at FERC
Date: Sun, 01 Jun 2014 16:07:07 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, 

"Heather Cameron" <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <595732A741B64A089D375EC01E669D2C@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 9bf85bc7d8d6ee1d90f6accbd13b7d7f
Attachments: Exelon-Pepco-Forbes.pdf ; Exelon-Pepco_Holdings_Section_203_Application.pdf 

fyi.  FERC filing is attached.  also see the attachment from Forbes re why Exelon needs Pepco.    
http://www.marketwatch.com/story/exelon-pepco-holdings-inc-file-with-ferc-for-approval-to-combine-their-

businesses-2014-05-30?reflink=MW_news_stmp 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_kris.durmer@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Pepco merger update
Date: Mon, 23 Jun 2014 12:42:08 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Heather Cameron" <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>, "Leonard Lucas" 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <8851131E05FF414186FA1E5335D5EE32@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 8a3c556a23c32516f9ba0afa6a9f70de
Attachments: Pepco-Proposed Issue ndex.pdf ; AOBA_Petition_to_Intervene.pdf ; investingdaily.com-

ExelonPepco Merger.pdf ; Merger-5.pdf ; Pepco Exelon pledge 1,500 new jobs with 
merger.pdf 

for your reading enjoyment, pls find attached 3 articles re the merger, Pepco's proposed issues list for FC1119, and 

AOBA's petition to intervene in FC1119.  one of the articles notes that Pepco plans to file in MD in August.    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_kris.durmer@gsa.gov_0

Subject: GSA Daily News Brief 12.21.15
Date: Mon, 21 Dec 2015 08:41:53 -0600
From: "GSA News Clips" <gsain@notify.gsa.gov>
To: kris.durmer@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <17555174.1154@notify.gsa.gov>
MD5: ee763c2abdb42e2bb29a4f9830fc0c2d

 

Today's Clips

l Acquisition: Protests resolved, GSA launches agile BPA (FCW)

l Acquisition: Protests resolved, 18F prepares for next round of BPAs (Washington 
Technology)

l Acquisition: GAO s Ralph White: Most Federal Acquisition Programs Fall Within Legal 
Boundaries (ExecGov)

l Real Estate: Washington region reaps the benefits of new congressional spending plan 
(Washington Post)

l Real Estate: GSA Eyes Combined Prospectuses for Secondary NIH Campus in Maryland 
(ExecGov)

l Real Estate: Santa Rosa federal building one of nine sites to receive solar panels (The 
Press Democrat)

l Policy: Feds Advise Against Pepco-Exelon Merger Unless Better Deal Is Struck (WAMU 
88.5)

l IT/Technology: A bot named for a 'West Wing' character helps onboard 18F's new hires 
(FCW)

Acquisition: Protests resolved, GSA launches agile BPA (FCW)
The final protest of the General Services Administration's blanket purchase agreement for agile development has 

been resolved. The agency said on Dec. 17 that the unrestricted portion of the contracting vehicle is open for 

business and has added a 17thcontractor.

"Today, we're pleased to officially say that Pool Three of the agile blanket purchase agreement is launched," 

wrote V. David Zvenyach, acquisition management director at 18F, in a blog post.  "Although we announced 

the awardees earlier this year, there were multiple protests related to the agile BPA. Last night, we learned 

that the final protest has been resolved, which means we can soon begin awarding work under the agile BPA."

Acquisition: Protests resolved, 18F prepares for next round of BPAs (Washington 
Technology)
When the Court of Federal Claims ruled against Octo Consulting this week, it cleared the way for GSA to finally 

launch is Agile development contract for its 18F office.

The agency awarded BPAs to 16 companies in August, but was soon hit with several protests.

Octo s was the last remaining one that stood in the way of the contract getting off the ground.

GSA s David Zvenyach said that the agency would begin awarding work soon under Pool 3 and that two 

more blanket purchase agreements for designers and developers will soon be awarded as well. 

Acquisition: GAO s Ralph White: Most Federal Acquisition Programs Fall Within Legal 
Boundaries (ExecGov)
Ralph White, managing associate general counsel for procurement law at the Government Accountability Office, 

said the GAO has found agencies comply with regulations when they implement the majority of their acquisition 

initiatives, Federal News Radio reported Friday.
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Jason Miller writes White added the number of contractor protests for task and delivery orders awarded under 

government contract vehicles has remained flat over the past seven years.

Real Estate: Washington region reaps the benefits of new congressional spending plan 
(Washington Post)
Washington-area elected officials repeatedly sounded the alarm in recent years that the dysfunction and austerity 

ruling Congress were hurting the local economy to the point where it lagged behind the nation s.

Then details of a new $1.1 trillion omnibus spending package came down from Capitol Hill.

The legislation, approved by the House and Senate last week, provides $557 million for a Department of 

Homeland Security campus in the District,$390 million toward an FBI campus, $154 million for 

improvements at Fort Meade, $150 million for Metro and $60 million for the Gaithersburg campus of the 

National Institute of Standards and Technology.

Real Estate: GSA Eyes Combined Prospectuses for Secondary NIH Campus in Maryland 
(ExecGov)
The General Services Administration could open a second Maryland campus for the National Institutes of 

Health that combines two Congress-approved lease prospectuses from 2014, the Washington Business 

Journal reported Thursday.

Daniel Sernovitz writes that a GSA presolicitation notice on FedBizOpps earlier this month indicated a 

tentative space requirement of up to 539,000 square feet in Montgomery or Prince George s counties.

Real Estate: Santa Rosa federal building one of nine sites to receive solar panels (The 
Press Democrat)
By the end of 2016, as much as 15 percent of the energy used by the John F. Shea Federal Building in downtown 

Santa Rosa will be provided by solar panels.

The building was one of nine federal sites in California and Nevada selected to have solar panels installed as 

part of a White House program to bring federal agencies in line with the Obama administration s renewable 

energy goals.

The panels will be placed on the rooftop of the Santa Rosa building, which is on Sonoma Avenue between E 

and D streets.

Policy: Feds Advise Against Pepco-Exelon Merger Unless Better Deal Is Struck (WAMU 
88.5)
As regulators in D.C. decide the fate of the $7 billion merger between power companies Pepco and Exelon, the 

federal government is weighing in.

In a letter to the D.C. Public Service Commission, the General Services Administration says regulators should 

reject the merger unless the companies offer up a better deal.

The GSA has been called the "nation's landlord" because it oversees all the properties and buildings for the 

federal government, and the federal government is by far the biggest consumer of electricity here in D.C. 

That's why the GSA says it's concerned about the proposed merger and its impact on U.S. taxpayers. While 

the settlement agreement between Exelon and the D.C. government calls for a temporary rate freeze for 

residential customers until early 2019, the federal government isn't getting the same deal.

IT/Technology: A bot named for a 'West Wing' character helps onboard 18F's new hires 
(FCW)
A bot is easing the transition for new hires at 18F. Dolores Landingham sends friendly messages to new 18F 

employees so they don't face a giant information dump their first week on the job.

Mrs. Landingham, as the bot is affectionately known, provides all sorts of helpful tips for new hires from 

filling out forms and understanding what certain terms mean to knowing how to participate in work 

discussions, according to a recent 18F blog post. The bot is part of an orientation effort that also includes 

checklists and classes.

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may have 

missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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l Real Estate: JUDGE S RULING SAYS GSA EXCEEDED OWN SIZE LIMITS IN TSA 
AWARD (Alexandria Times)

l Real Estate: Fleas at federal courthouse force change of venue for two student events 
(SA Express)

l Acquisition: GSA offers telematics data sharing on fleet vehicles (FedTimes)

l IT/Technology: Analytics dashboard adds location, download data (GCN)

l IT/Technology: GSA.gov pivots site design for mobile users (GCN)

l Personnel: Kerber leaves GSA (FCW)

Policy: GSA drops out of key hearing on Pepco-Exelon merger (Washington Post)
The U.S. agency that pays the government s electric bills excused itself from its role in key hearings critiquing 

the Pepco-Exelon merger Wednesday, angering critics who had looked at the General Services Administration as 

the best hope to stop the deal.

Environmentalists and good-government groups have opposed the merger as bad for ratepayers and the 

environment. They saw the GSA and its deep bench of federal lawyers and technical experts as the only party 

remaining that had not supported the merger and also had the capabilities to effectively question the 

$6.4 billion merger.

Policy: GSA backs out of D.C. Pepco-Exelon hearings (Washington Business Journal)
The General Services Administration has backed down from its plans to take part in the new round of D.C. Public 

Service Commission hearings that began Wednesday on the proposed $6.8 billion merger between Pepco Holdings 

Inc.(NYSE: POM) and Exelon Corp. (NYSE: EXC).

Policy: Pepco And Exelon Overcome Another Hurdle To Their Merger (The DCist)
Pepco and Exelon have overcome one of their final hurdles in a bid to merge into the country's largest electric 

utility company.

According to the Washington Post, the General Services Administration will stop criticizing the deal 

following discussions with D.C. government officials who approve of the merger.

Policy: New D.C. hearings on Pepco-Exelon merger begin (WTOP)
The $6 billion merger would create one of the nation s largest energy utilities, marrying the Chicago-based 

Exelon Corporation with locally-owned Pepco Holdings.

The Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia has set aside two days of hearings to take 

testimony from supporters and opponents of the merger.

Pepco says the plan includes a number of new community benefits that make the deal beneficial to the region. 

Opponents, like Anya Schoolman, director of Community Power Network, questioned not only the benefits 

the merger would bring, but how the deal was worked out, citing the timing of a settlement between the 
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District and Pepco and Mayor Muriel Bowser s announcement of a $25 million contribution from Pepco to 

offset the cost of a new soccer stadium.

Real Estate: JUDGE S RULING SAYS GSA EXCEEDED OWN SIZE LIMITS IN TSA 
AWARD (Alexandria Times)
The General Services Administration erred in its awarding of the U.S. Transportation Security Administration s 

new lease to the Victory Center in Alexandria because the building exceeded the agency s limit of square footage 

as prescribed by its own request for lease proposal, according to a ruling by Judge Charles Lettow of the U.S Court 

of Federal Claims that was unsealed on November 25 and obtained by the Times.

Lettow s ruling was first handed down November 11 under seal, and voided the TSA s move to the Port 

City, which had been announced to great fanfare in August. The order was released to the public last week 

with a number of redactions, mostly related to pricing and square footage.

Real Estate: Fleas at federal courthouse force change of venue for two student events 
(SA Express)
A week after U.S. senators toured the problem-plagued federal courthouse, a flea infestation prompted changes in 

venue for two mock trials that had been scheduled at the building in HemisFair Park, officials said.

Two real trials are scheduled for jury selection on Monday and potential jurors might have to congregate 

somewhere besides the jury assembly room, which is in the basement and where most of the fleas continue to 

be seen, said Michael Oakes, the administrator of the San Antonio district courts division of the Western 

District of Texas.

Acquisition: GSA offers telematics data sharing on fleet vehicles (FedTimes)
The General Services Administration is adding efficiency to fleet vehicles by tracking data on their use. As a result 

of the March 25 executive order to make fleet vehicles more sustainable and emit fewer greenhouse gases over the 

next decade, the GSA is now providing vehicles with telematics, the term for devices that gather and store data on 

vehicle use.

IT/Technology: Analytics dashboard adds location, download data (GCN)
The federal government s web analytics site, analytics.usa.gov, now features location information, metrics on 

downloaded files and a deeper view of traffic to federal websites.

Created by the Digital Analytics Program and 18F in March, analytics.usa.gov provides  web  analytics that 

help government agencies understand how people find, access, and use government services online.

IT/Technology: GSA.gov pivots site design for mobile users (GCN)
The General Services Administration recently updated its website with an enhanced design and usability 

improvements to better serve the growing number of government employees who access the site with their mobile 

devices.

According to Sarah Bryant, director of Enterprise Web Management for the GSA Office of Communications 

and Marketing, 13 percent of traffic to the GSA website in 2015 came from tablets and smartphones, not 

including visits to the previous mobile site, m.gsa.gov.

Personnel: Kerber leaves GSA (FCW)
Jennifer Kerber, director of the Connect.gov program at the General Services Administration's Office of Citizen 

Services and Innovative Technologies, is leaving government.

Kerber announced in an email message to staff on Dec. 1 that she will be moving back to her home state of 

Texas, where she will join accounting and consulting firm Grant Thornton as a director in the state and local 

government practice and focus on government affairs and marketing. Her last day at GSA is Dec. 3.

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may have 

missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_kris.durmer@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 18:24:59 -0500
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
To: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Denise Roth - A 

<denise.roth@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AC <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Katy Kale - AC 
<katy.kale@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Kris Durmer - L 
<kris.durmer@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - 
PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>

Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CANmQ29HtRaTtG8B4Ky2iQn=C4ngpiK19nrGoDV0DbvhkRQD12g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 74582fdec5f73e31908fdc417c2d6506

Here's the blog that went out.  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:51 PM 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 Blog  below. Link  here. 

 

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon 

Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.
The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.
In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement, GSA noted that 
“the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe 
for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also 
echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.) 
As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_kris.durmer@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Merger
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 16:38:40 -0500
From: Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>
To: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>
Cc: Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CANW2rBADUVvd4uG6L-3RxYB-u_RZbi_eS93-93ae6jq33TXojw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ee04ea757451b5ea23b74171b3cb5ae5

It's been called the PEPCO/Exelon merger proceedings. 

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:19 PM, Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov> wrote:

Looking for a plain language general name for such a proceeding. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 3, 2015, at 4:18 PM, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov> wrote: 

The term the DC Public Service Commission uses is "Formal Case (FC)".  The merger is Formal Case No. 
1119.

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:12 PM, Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov> wrote: 
What is the right term for a Pepco/ EXELON Proceedings? 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Dec 3, 2015, at 3:24 PM, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Want me to come up now? 
> 
> Sent from my iPhone 
> 
>> On Dec 3, 2015, at 3:23 PM, Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov> wrote: 
>> 
>> Whenever you are free, please come to Rm 6126.  Thanks. 
>> 
>> Sent from my iPhone 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_kris.durmer@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 21:49:44 -0500
From: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>
To: Uma Amuluru <Uma_M_Amuluru@who.eop.gov>, Brent Wible 

<Brent_S_Wible@who.eop.gov>
Message-ID: <6824734465979694399@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 156e0ed6474c0f5b93912d90b4a659f2

FYI  

Sent from my iPhone 
Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 
Date: December 3, 2015 at 6:24:59 PM EST 
To: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Denise Roth - A <denise.roth@gsa.gov>,  Adam 
Neufeld - AC <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S 
<lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Here's the blog that went out. 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:51 PM 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 Blog  below. Link  here. 

 

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon 

Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.
The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
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have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.
In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement, GSA noted that 
“the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe 
for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also 
echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.) 
As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.

--

Kamara Jones 

Press Secretary 

U.S. General Services Administration  

Office of Communications and Marketing 
General Services Administration | @usgsa | Facebook.com/GSA
kamara.jones@gsa.gov | @whokjones | Work Cell
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On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 3:57 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kris and Barry, please see below. Can you let us know if you have any concerns with our proposed 
response?

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not 
written in response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written 
in response to the originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, 
another entity wrote a story today based on the original story from WaPo).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility 
merger." The original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted 
scrutiny in reversing their positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and 
"apparent willingness to go along now." This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of 
position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate 
in the hearings. This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about 
the shortened process for the Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable 
treatment of the federal community. As we note in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow 
us to properly consider and submit testimony.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM 
Subject: RE: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 
Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:
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--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-
circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if 
this is true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such 
explanation for its lack of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this 
week when it excused itself from hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of 
the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not 
granted. As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit 
testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there 
are facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, 
additional resources it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change 
to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively 
pursuing cost savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 
 
 
From: K amara Jones - Z B B [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
S ent: T hursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: K amara Jones - Z B B ; Brett Prather - Z  
S ubject: T H E G S A B L O G : G S A Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S . T axpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GS A Remains  C oncerned With Potential Impact to U.S . Taxpayers  of Pepco-Exelon 

Merg er

December 3, 2015 | U.S . General Services A dministration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA 
noted that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large 
of a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer 
timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This 
request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the 
Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to 
properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Fri, 4 Dec 2015 15:57:33 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>
Cc: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB 

<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Adam Neufeld - AD 
<adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>,  Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAMhUOJTE7AOLisKdxs8zb8DMs8a-Km9ojRYB9x9ZkmEXh9WUWw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f6bdc8c976cb1302df97d9efc8c2e695

Kris and Barry, please see below. Can you let us know if you have any concerns with our proposed 
response? 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not 
written in response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written 
in response to the originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, 
another entity wrote a story today based on the original story from WaPo).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility 
merger." The original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted 
scrutiny in reversing their positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and 
"apparent willingness to go along now." This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of 
position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate 
in the hearings. This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about 
the shortened process for the Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable 
treatment of the federal community. As we note in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow 
us to properly consider and submit testimony.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM 
Subject: RE: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 
Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
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review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-
circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if 
this is true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such 
explanation for its lack of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this 
week when it excused itself from hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of 
the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not 
granted. As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit 
testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there 
are facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, 
additional resources it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change 
to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively 
pursuing cost savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 
 
 
From: K amara Jones - Z B B [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
S ent: T hursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: K amara Jones - Z B B ; Brett Prather - Z  
S ubject: T H E G S A B L O G : G S A Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S . T axpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GS A Remains  C oncerned With Potential Impact to U.S . Taxpayers  of Pepco-Exelon 

Merg er

December 3, 2015 | U.S . General Services A dministration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA 
noted that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large 
of a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer 
timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This 
request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the 
Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to 
properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 3:57 PM 
Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger 
To: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB 
<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Adam Neufeld - AD 
<adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov> 

Kris and Barry, please see below. Can you let us know if you have any concerns with our proposed 
response?

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not 
written in response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written 
in response to the originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, 
another entity wrote a story today based on the original story from WaPo).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility 
merger." The original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted 
scrutiny in reversing their positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and 
"apparent willingness to go along now." This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of 
position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate 
in the hearings. This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about 
the shortened process for the Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable 
treatment of the federal community. As we note in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow 
us to properly consider and submit testimony.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM 
Subject: RE: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 
Kamara, 
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This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-
circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if 
this is true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such 
explanation for its lack of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this 
week when it excused itself from hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of 
the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not 
granted. As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit 
testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there 
are facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, 
additional resources it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change 
to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively 
pursuing cost savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 
 
 
From: K amara Jones - Z B B [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
S ent: T hursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: K amara Jones - Z B B ; Brett Prather - Z  
S ubject: T H E G S A B L O G : G S A Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S . T axpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 12:19:29 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  

Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAMhUOJSp0e5iL0u=P=JBcUAcNfRStNzazLY2Wt=VEGuJJznK-g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f2975f4881e1ada9176fd466711f8e10

Barry, please see below from WaPo. We plan to respond with the following information and are looking 
for your guidance on our representation of the post-hearing brief. 
 

Aaron, on background, this is not a reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, 
we planned to continue to represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that 
discussion, we noted that we would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate 
settlement case on microgrids, and also advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in 
the public interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and 
merger, we would argue for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. GSA has not taken a 
position on the merger itself, as that is simply the structure of the utility organization. Instead, we have 
been and continue to be concerned about the terms provided by any utility organization.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
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This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 
Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-
circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if 
this is true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such 
explanation for its lack of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this 
week when it excused itself from hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of 
the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not 
granted. As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit 
testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there 
are facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, 
additional resources it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change 
to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively 
pursuing cost savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

mailto:aaron.davis@washpost.com
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_kris.durmer@gsa.gov_0

 

 

 

 
 
 
From: K amara Jones - Z B B [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
S ent: T hursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: K amara Jones - Z B B ; Brett Prather - Z  
S ubject: T H E G S A B L O G : G S A Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S . T axpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 



[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GS A Remains  C oncerned With Potential Impact to U.S . Taxpayers  of Pepco-Exelon 

Merg er

December 3, 2015 | U.S . General Services A dministration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
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taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA 
noted that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large 
of a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer 
timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This 
request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the 
Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to 
properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 
Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:
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--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-
circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if 
this is true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such 
explanation for its lack of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this 
week when it excused itself from hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of 
the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not 
granted. As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit 
testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there 
are facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, 
additional resources it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change 
to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively 
pursuing cost savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 
 
 
From: K amara Jones - Z B B [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
S ent: T hursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: K amara Jones - Z B B ; Brett Prather - Z  
S ubject: T H E G S A B L O G : G S A Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S . T axpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GS A Remains  C oncerned With Potential Impact to U.S . Taxpayers  of Pepco-Exelon 

Merg er

December 3, 2015 | U.S . General Services A dministration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA 
noted that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large 
of a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer 
timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This 
request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the 
Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to 
properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 12:28:37 -0500
From: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>,  Kamara 

Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAEoXwaCJmKVqeV4fUcs4Kr9NayVT_QhHrL0sWh8EpcJ5Oj9XXQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2b814f007cdfa565706f97761eae8d19

In the sentence below I think we need to identify the 2 terms in the settlement agreement - we don't have an issue with 
all the terms, just the 2 we mention in the brief.  

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in the public 
interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and merger, we would argue 

for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. 

 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:19 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry, please see below from WaPo. We plan to respond with the following information and are looking 
for your guidance on our representation of the post-hearing brief.

Aaron, on background, this is not a reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, 
we planned to continue to represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that 
discussion, we noted that we would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate 
settlement case on microgrids, and also advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in 
the public interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and 
merger, we would argue for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. GSA has not taken a 
position on the merger itself, as that is simply the structure of the utility organization. Instead, we have 
been and continue to be concerned about the terms provided by any utility organization.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A
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Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 
Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-
circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if 
this is true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such 
explanation for its lack of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this 
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week when it excused itself from hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of 
the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not 
granted. As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit 
testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there 
are facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, 
additional resources it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change 
to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively 
pursuing cost savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 
 
 
From: K amara Jones - Z B B [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
S ent: T hursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: K amara Jones - Z B B ; Brett Prather - Z  
S ubject: T H E G S A B L O G : G S A Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S . T axpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 



[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GS A Remains  C oncerned With Potential Impact to U.S . Taxpayers  of Pepco-Exelon 
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Merg er

December 3, 2015 | U.S . General Services A dministration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA 
noted that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large 
of a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer 
timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This 
request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the 
Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to 
properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
 

--
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Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 12:54:27 -0500
From: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>,  Kamara 

Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKV1UjpkHgOS5vUq62FWN9mJeiyYUb9aHpz-LUpO9u+Zjdbc9g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 44729d0acb31ae4d5e17f7912ca6a2c9

Spoke briefly with Barry.  He will send comments shortly when he's back from lunch. 
 

Kris

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:50 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks Katy. Specifics added.

Aaron, on background, this is not a reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, we planned to 
continue to represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that discussion, we noted that we 
would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate settlement case on microgrids, and also 
advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in the public 
interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and merger, we would argue 
for changes to the two deficiencies we have identified: 1) that all ratepayers receive benefits, including nonresidential 
customers; and 2) that there should be a cap on the potential financial risk presented by the microgrid pilots. GSA has 
not taken a position on the merger itself, as that is simply the structure of the utility organization. Instead, we have 
been and continue to be concerned about the terms provided by any utility organization.

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov> wrote:

In the sentence below I think we need to identify the 2 terms in the settlement agreement - we don't have an issue 
with all the terms, just the 2 we mention in the brief. 

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in the public 
interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and merger, we would argue 

for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. 

 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:19 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry, please see below from WaPo. We plan to respond with the following information and are looking 
for your guidance on our representation of the post-hearing brief.

Aaron, on background, this is not a reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, 
we planned to continue to represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that 
discussion, we noted that we would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate 
settlement case on microgrids, and also advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In this case, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently drafted, are not in 
the public interest. We note that if the Commission decides to approve the Settlement Agreement and 
merger, we would argue for changes to those deficiencies we have identified. GSA has not taken a 
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position on the merger itself, as that is simply the structure of the utility organization. Instead, we have 
been and continue to be concerned about the terms provided by any utility organization.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 
Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
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mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-
circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if 
this is true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such 
explanation for its lack of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this 
week when it excused itself from hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of 
the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not 
granted. As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit 
testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there 
are facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, 
additional resources it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change 
to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively 
pursuing cost savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 
 
 
From: K amara Jones - Z B B [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
S ent: T hursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: K amara Jones - Z B B ; Brett Prather - Z  
S ubject: T H E G S A B L O G : G S A Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S . T axpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GS A Remains  C oncerned With Potential Impact to U.S . Taxpayers  of Pepco-Exelon 

Merg er

December 3, 2015 | U.S . General Services A dministration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA 
noted that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large 
of a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer 
timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This 
request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the 
Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to 
properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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GSA urges regulators to 
reject current Pepco-Exelon 
merger deal
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By Aaron C. Davis and Thomas Heath December 17 at 8:22 PM   

The U.S. agency that pays the government’s electric bills and is the largest 
consumer of energy in the nation’s capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a 
multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it provides a better deal for 
U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed 
merger of D.C.-based Pepco and Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon 
fails a key test: to treat large energy users -  like the federal government -  
fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at the expense of 
federal taxpayers and, therefore, “should be found not to be in the public 
interest” unless changes are made, the agency said in the filings reviewed by 
The Washington Post.

The GSA’s decision, made in an “initial brief” filing, is not a formal statement 
of opposition. But it surprised opponents of the proposed $6.4 billion deal, 
which would create the largest electric utility holding company in the country.

“We’re super-excited. I did not see it coming,” said Anya Schoolman, who has 
helped lead an energetic but poorly funded group of environmentalists and 
clean-energy advocates against the merger. Schoolman said the GSA filing 
puts the city’s largest electric customer squarely against key parts of the 
agreement and raises a new question about whether the D.C. Public Service 
Commission could reject parts of the plan or modify it.

“Exelon has been saying it’s all or nothing, take it or leave it,” she said of the 
compromise negotiated by Mayor Muriel E. Bowser’s office. “So we’re going to 
advocate for leaving it.”

The GSA’s decision represents a reversal of what the agency has said its role is 
in evaluating the merger. In interviews, GSA officials had said the merger 
evaluation period is not the time for the agency to make a stand on fighting 
disproportionate rates for commercial customers. But the filing Wednesday 
takes a different tack, saying that commercial ratepayers should be 
compensated for the merger to go through.

An email to two GSA representatives asking for an explanation of the decision 
was not returned Thursday.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin said the administration negotiated a good 
deal for the whole city.
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“Through months of negotiations and engagement of many interested parties, 
the administration was able to reach a settlement that best serves residents 
and business owners with a $78 million investment in affordability, reliability 
and sustainability,” he said. “The application is now in the hands of the 
independent Public Service Commission who will ultimately approve or reject 
the merger.”

Because of the timing, the impact of the government’s reversal was not 
immediately clear. Often late filings carry little or no weight. The GSA declined 
to file comments for or against the merger before a deadline to make the 
federal government’s position part of the legal record in the regulatory case. 
And early this month, the GSA excused itself from its role in cross-examining 
the two companies in hearings before the Public Service Commission. A 
decision from the PSC is expected early next year.

Representatives from Pepco and Exelon, in a joint statement, maintained that 
the merger was good for all parties involved: “All customers, including the 
GSA, will benefit from merger commitments now before the commission 
including improvements in service reliability, investment in sustainability and 
the economy of the District, and synergy savings that will go back to customers 
through rates that are lower than they would be absent the merger.”

The GSA’s move complicates a mega-merger that has already become mired in 
accusations of pay-to-play politics in the District. After approvals in other 
states, the PSC initially rejected the merger in August.

But Exelon and Pepco lobbied nonprofit organizations across the city to 
publicly support the merger, saying millions in philanthropic donations would 
be dependent on the merger going through. Exelon has since mounted a major 
public relations campaign to build support, including hiring the head of a 
political action committee that backed Bowser to lobby her administration on 
the merger. The hiring of the lobbyist and former head of FreshPAC, Earl 
“Chico” Harkin, was first reported by WAMU-FM.

For that and other reasons, the merger has become a thorny issue for Bowser 
(D). After the merger was initially rejected, she put herself at the center of the 
deal, directing City Administrator Rashad Young and administration attorney 
Mark Tuohey to privately negotiate a package of about $70 million in 
concessions from the companies. That included short-term rate relief for 
residents and for environmental projects. Bowser then threw the full weight of 
her administration behind the deal and successfully urged D.C. regulators to 
fast-track a second review of the deal.

An analyst who studies such mergers said the GSA’s decision not to support 
the merger is probably an attempt to get a better deal from Exelon.

“It looks like a party in the case is trying to extract better terms for itself, 
which is not unusual in this kind of proceeding,” said Paul Patterson, a utility 
analyst for Glenrock Associates. “I would be surprised if, in and of itself, it has 
a critical impact on the proceedings.”

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)

(b) (5)



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_kris.durmer@gsa.gov_0

GSA urges regulators to 
reject current Pepco-Exelon 
merger deal

Resize Text 
Print Article 
Comments 0

By Aaron C. Davis and Thomas Heath December 17 at 8:22 PM   

The U.S. agency that pays the government’s electric bills and is the largest 
consumer of energy in the nation’s capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a 
multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it provides a better deal for 
U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed 
merger of D.C.-based Pepco and Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon 
fails a key test: to treat large energy users -  like the federal government -  
fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at the expense of 
federal taxpayers and, therefore, “should be found not to be in the public 
interest” unless changes are made, the agency said in the filings reviewed by 
The Washington Post.

The GSA’s decision, made in an “initial brief” filing, is not a formal statement 
of opposition. But it surprised opponents of the proposed $6.4 billion deal, 
which would create the largest electric utility holding company in the country.

“We’re super-excited. I did not see it coming,” said Anya Schoolman, who has 
helped lead an energetic but poorly funded group of environmentalists and 
clean-energy advocates against the merger. Schoolman said the GSA filing 
puts the city’s largest electric customer squarely against key parts of the 
agreement and raises a new question about whether the D.C. Public Service 
Commission could reject parts of the plan or modify it.

“Exelon has been saying it’s all or nothing, take it or leave it,” she said of the 
compromise negotiated by Mayor Muriel E. Bowser’s office. “So we’re going to 
advocate for leaving it.”

The GSA’s decision represents a reversal of what the agency has said its role is 
in evaluating the merger. In interviews, GSA officials had said the merger 
evaluation period is not the time for the agency to make a stand on fighting 
disproportionate rates for commercial customers. But the filing Wednesday 
takes a different tack, saying that commercial ratepayers should be 
compensated for the merger to go through.

An email to two GSA representatives asking for an explanation of the decision 
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was not returned Thursday.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin said the administration negotiated a good 
deal for the whole city.

“Through months of negotiations and engagement of many interested parties, 
the administration was able to reach a settlement that best serves residents 
and business owners with a $78 million investment in affordability, reliability 
and sustainability,” he said. “The application is now in the hands of the 
independent Public Service Commission who will ultimately approve or reject 
the merger.”

Because of the timing, the impact of the government’s reversal was not 
immediately clear. Often late filings carry little or no weight. The GSA declined 
to file comments for or against the merger before a deadline to make the 
federal government’s position part of the legal record in the regulatory case. 
And early this month, the GSA excused itself from its role in cross-examining 
the two companies in hearings before the Public Service Commission. A 
decision from the PSC is expected early next year.

Representatives from Pepco and Exelon, in a joint statement, maintained that 
the merger was good for all parties involved: “All customers, including the 
GSA, will benefit from merger commitments now before the commission 
including improvements in service reliability, investment in sustainability and 
the economy of the District, and synergy savings that will go back to customers 
through rates that are lower than they would be absent the merger.”

The GSA’s move complicates a mega-merger that has already become mired in 
accusations of pay-to-play politics in the District. After approvals in other 
states, the PSC initially rejected the merger in August.

But Exelon and Pepco lobbied nonprofit organizations across the city to 
publicly support the merger, saying millions in philanthropic donations would 
be dependent on the merger going through. Exelon has since mounted a major 
public relations campaign to build support, including hiring the head of a 
political action committee that backed Bowser to lobby her administration on 
the merger. The hiring of the lobbyist and former head of FreshPAC, Earl 
“Chico” Harkin, was first reported by WAMU-FM.

For that and other reasons, the merger has become a thorny issue for Bowser 
(D). After the merger was initially rejected, she put herself at the center of the 
deal, directing City Administrator Rashad Young and administration attorney 
Mark Tuohey to privately negotiate a package of about $70 million in 
concessions from the companies. That included short-term rate relief for 
residents and for environmental projects. Bowser then threw the full weight of 
her administration behind the deal and successfully urged D.C. regulators to 
fast-track a second review of the deal.

An analyst who studies such mergers said the GSA’s decision not to support 
the merger is probably an attempt to get a better deal from Exelon.
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Today's Clips

l Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)

l Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington 
Business Journal)

l Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)

l IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)

l Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington 
Post)

l Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)

l Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)

Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)
The General Services Administration says it will save $5 million by adding solar power systems on the rooftops of 

18 federal buildings next year using a form of private sector partnership known as a power purchase agreement.

GSA awarded a contract this week to Washington, D.C.-based public utility company WGL Holdings Inc. to 

construct the solar panels on buildings in the capital that house "federal and quasi federal agencies," 

according to an agency announcement by Ron Allard, energy branch chief for GSA's National Capital Region. 

At a price of less than $0.04 per kilowatt-hour, a significant reduction from the traditional grid power price of 

$0.11 per kwh, GSA estimates it will save participating agencies more than $5 million over the term of the 

contract.

Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington 
Business Journal)
The General Services Administration may combine two major space needs for the National Institutes of 

Health into one, creating a secondary NIH campus in Maryland that could contain more than a half-million square 

feet.

On Dec. 10, the GSA posted a presollicitation with FedBizOpps.gov for up to 539,000 square feet in either 

Montgomery or Prince George's counties, a potentially lucrative deal for the winning bidder at a time when 

vacancy rates are significantly elevated in both suburban Maryland and Northern Virginia.

Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)
CLEARWATER   The Community Redevelopment Agency passed a resolution 3-2 on Monday requesting that 

the United States Postal Service close the downtown office on Cleveland Street so the city can buy the historic 

building for retail or commercial use.

IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)
At a recent gathering of contracting professionals, the discussion ranged well beyond acquisition. Federal officials 

held forth on millenials in the workforce, improvements to the government's main recruiting site, and the 

possibility of revamping FedRAMP.

When the General Services Administration developed the Federal Risk and Authorization Management 

Program four years ago to vet the security of cloud products and services, the cloud landscape was much 

smaller.  While dozens of different services and providers are now FedRAMP-certified, there have 

been complaints that the process creates bottlenecks and yields fewer benefits than originally promised.
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Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington 
Post)
The U.S. agency that pays the government s electric bills and is the largest consumer of energy in the nation s 

capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it provides a better 

deal for U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed merger of D.C.-based Pepco and 

Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon fails a key test: to treat large energy users   like the federal 

government   fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at the expense of federal taxpayers 

and, therefore,  should be found not to be in the public interest  unless changes- are made, the agency said 

in the filings reviewed by The Washington Post.

Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)
The Senate late Wednesday passed legislation creating an office to monitor what agencies charge to government-

issued credit cards.

The Saving Federal Dollars Through Better Use of Government Purchase and Travel Cards Act of 2015, 

introduced by Sen. Tom Carper (D-Del.) in June, passed by unanimous consent.

The bill directs the General Services Administration (GSA) to establish an Office of Federal Charge Card 

Analytics and Review (OFCCAR) that will be charged with improving the use and oversight of purchases 

made by federal agencies and programs.

Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)
Supercomputers are the supermodels of the IT world   sought after, larger than life, high intensity and with a 

career lifespan of about five years. But when the younger, faster set plugs in, the old is out. And with everyone 

focused on the latest models (pun intended), do these expensive -- think multiyear contracts in the $50 million 

range -- and still-viable systems get put out with the trash?

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may have 

missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 13:44:53 -0500
From:
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  

Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAO95xajZR_-rBBdBAKm4m6+i5W6M1A8oqfRmCpcNz3DohrEtwA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 300019d6d8a7f8f537b480ae1683821d
Attachments: Pepco_Prather comments_121715.docx 

Brett:  See some recommended changes to your language, attached. 
 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:19 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

 

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 
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On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 
Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-
circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if 
this is true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such 
explanation for its lack of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this 
week when it excused itself from hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of 
the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not 
granted. As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit 
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testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there 
are facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional 
resources it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its 
utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively 
pursuing cost savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 
 
 
From: K amara Jones - Z B B [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
S ent: T hursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: K amara Jones - Z B B ; Brett Prather - Z  
S ubject: T H E G S A B L O G : G S A Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S . T axpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 



[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GS A Remains  C oncerned With Potential Impact to U.S . Taxpayers  of Pepco-Exelon 

Merg er
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December 3, 2015 | U.S . General Services A dministration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA 
noted that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large 
of a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer 
timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This 
request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the 
Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to 
properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 09:43:43 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiW78ragdusoai_KO9CYqpWCNOuiwJ9Rxu9nvMNcoRm5Tw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d5430b493473cfa14091883e71dc807f

Mark,Thank you we will send a request to legal.  Lariza 

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark,  We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).  There are about 
 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.  The company has filed a 
request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.  The commission is seeking input from all parties 
regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.  We need to file a motion to oppose the schedule as 
proposed by the company.  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; we want to 
ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies interest.  
Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, microgrids, net 
metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.  We need to have the opportunity to 
participate, and provide input.  We want to get approval to file a motion to comment on the proposed 
schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.  Are you on leave today? If you are not can 
you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course of action for GSA.  Thank you. 
 Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.  

Sent from my iPhone
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On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you. 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

 

Attached please find  the Commission  Order No. 18000, issued  in  FC 1119, dated October 8, 2015.

 

 

Thank you,

 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |  202-393-1389 Fax
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Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 09:52:23 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVJ2JEFRLOB_W8qmD00caRwXKj5Y+xYTTGKCcrustfNMQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7639f1a5f5cd3ace12f2b2c9dd0ffdc0

Dennis,We have approval to move forward.  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me 
know if it is accurate (not misconstrued).  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I 
spoke yesterday  with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file 
comments if we decide to do so.  Thank you.  lariza 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark,  We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).  There are about 
 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.  The company has filed a 
request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.  The commission is seeking input from all parties 
regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.  We need to file a motion to oppose the schedule as 
proposed by the company.  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; we want to 
ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies interest.  
Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, microgrids, net 
metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.  We need to have the opportunity to 
participate, and provide input.  We want to get approval to file a motion to comment on the proposed 
schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.  Are you on leave today? If you are not can 
you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course of action for GSA.  Thank you. 
 Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
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Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you. 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

 

Attached please find  the Commission  Order No. 18000, issued  in  FC 1119, dated October 8, 2015.
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
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Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

Â 

Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.

Â 

Â 

Thank you,

Â 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax

moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
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recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 
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From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

Â 

Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.

Â 

Â 

Thank you,

Â 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax

moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 12:19:34 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Leonardv Lucas (LR)" 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUwcaJJQfjemX_v0_RMBhLL8nLeQ-ZsUdn2hiE1_EFsFQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: c88f6a9d446079afda5b8ab845ca4ab6

FYI 
 

 
 

 
 

 

  

  
 

 
 

 

   

 

 

Phone: 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, 
please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
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funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.
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Lariza

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'  
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

Â 

Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.

Â 

Â 

Thank you,

Â 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax

moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 11:19 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 

 
 

 

 

  

  
 

 
 

  

 

Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, 
please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message -----  
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From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
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Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

Â 

Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 09:28:18 -0400
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKO-oC+-6g6tskHnm=QCGx4-goRC9SHU1EEig-YZScNt2A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ecbbf9f29d3c98ebd5d98ce844ebe846

Lariza, 
 

Ken is on leave today.  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark,  We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).  There are about 
 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.  The company has filed a 
request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.  The commission is seeking input from all parties 
regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.  We need to file a motion to oppose the schedule as 
proposed by the company.  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; we want to 
ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies interest.  
Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, microgrids, net 
metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.  We need to have the opportunity to 
participate, and provide input.  We want to get approval to file a motion to comment on the proposed 
schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.  Are you on leave today? If you are not can 
you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course of action for GSA.  Thank you. 
 Lariza

 

 

 

 

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

 

Attached please find  the Commission  Order No. 18000, issued  in  FC 1119, dated October 8, 2015.

 

 

Thank you,

 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |  202-393-1389 Fax

moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

--

Lariza Sepulveda

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

mailto:leonard.lucas@gsa.gov
http://www.dcpsc.org
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Fri, 9 Oct 2015 09:12:36 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWpQ8yur-ahxxucjZHs7zNma9TgtygWLpG1uP=_e22vHw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 39600e735632230e19c959176edb7224

Mark,  We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).  There are about 
 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.  The company has filed a 
request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.  The commission is seeking input from all parties 
regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.  We need to file a motion to oppose the schedule as 
proposed by the company.  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; we want to 
ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies interest.  Reasonable 
cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, microgrids, net metering, solar , 
battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.  We need to have the opportunity to participate, and 
provide input.  We want to get approval to file a motion to comment on the proposed schedule. We 
need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.  Are you on leave today? If you are not can you contact 
me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course of action for GSA.  Thank you.  Lariza
 

 

Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you. 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Lariza

 from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

 

Attached please find  the Commission  Order No. 18000, issued  in  FC 1119, dated October 8, 2015.

 

 

Thank you,

 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |  202-393-1389 Fax

moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Residents Deserve Affordability, Reliability and Sustainability
Date: Wed, 07 Oct 2015 16:57:39 -0500
From: "Mayor Muriel Bowser" <dcdocs@dc.gov>
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <17569832.25849@dc.gov>
MD5: c1286dc3c36d5c70cf62adbda93cef01

 

October 7, 2015 | Volume 1, Issue 35 

Dear Washingtonians,

Over the past several years, we have heard from countless residents and business owners who want 

affordability, reliability, and sustainability from our electric utility company.  We knew we could do better 

for District residents and ratepayers. That is why, when the Public Service Commission (PSC) rejected the 

Pepco-Exelon merger in August, we kept negotiating for a better deal.  

Since then, my team has been working with the People s Counsel, the Attorney General and other housing 

and environmental stakeholders to reach an agreement that best serves residents in all 8 wards.  When 

Pepco and Exelon initially came to the table, they committed to a $14 million investment in the District.  

After the negotiations, we increased that commitment by more than 500%, to $78 million. 

Affordability

Whether the District has Pepco, Exelon, or any other utility company, rates will rise.  However, if the PSC 

approves this settlement, residents will receive a one-time credit of $57 (on average) and will receive rate 

credits on their bills until March 2019.  In addition, several million dollars will be invested in programs that 

help low-income and senior residents with their utility bills. 

Reliability 

The merger will result in improved service and reliability for Pepco customers.  Exelon and Pepco have 

agreed to more rigorous reliability goals.  If they don t meet their targets, Exelon will be subject to 

financial penalties.  In addition, they have committed to reduce the frequency and duration of power 

outages. 

Sustainability 

We negotiated an agreement that will support our goal to become a more sustainable city.  Millions of 

dollars will be set aside for energy efficiency programs and green infrastructure initiatives. Exelon will also 

commit to growing the use of wind and solar energy in the District.  They will dedicate funding to support 

solar projects (especially for low-income families), and will purchase 100 megawatts of wind power per 

year. 

Economic Impact
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Whenever my Administration launches an initiative, we ensure that it creates pathways to the middle class.  

This agreement will relocate 100 Pepco and Exelon jobs to the District within two years, create 102 jobs for 

union workers, and support the development of a workforce training  Infrastructure Academy    to help 

residents get trained for good-paying, in demand jobs. 

To read more about the deal, click HERE. 

The settlement will now go to the PSC for review.  The PSC will continue to have an open and transparent 

process that allows District residents the opportunity to make your voices heard.  Our city deserves a fresh 

start for our utility system.  And this merger is a big step in the right direction.

Sincerely,

Muriel Bowser
Mayor

Busboys & Poets 10th Anniversary Event

I had the great pleasure of celebrating with Washingtonians, civil rights advocates, authors, poets and other 

artists at the 10th Anniversary of Busboys & Poets in Brookland.  Thanks to entrepreneurs like Andy Shallal, our 

city is not only the coolest city in America, we are also a city where art, music, and civic engagement are 

celebrated.  Busboys & Poets has helped many District residents find their pathways to the middle class by 

providing jobs, resources, and a great place to connect with friends and neighbors.  I look forward to following 

their continued success.

District Strikes Deal to Move Skyland Center Forward

Today, Deputy Mayor for Planning and Economic Development Brian Kenner and I announced an agreement for 

a transformative project at Skyland Town Center in Ward 7.  Deputy Mayor Kenner and his team cleared the last 

legal hurdle to get this project off the ground, after years in the making.  The new development will be anchored 

by a Wal Mart, and will eventually be home to 476 mixed income residential units.  This project will bring much-

needed amenities to an area that has long been underserved, put hundreds of District residents to work, and 

create more pathways to the middle class. 

FitDC Ward 4 Walk

On Saturday morning, I will join residents from Ward 4 for a FitDC Walk, starting at Takoma Community 

Center.  FitDC promotes healthy living by encouraging friends and neighbors to participate in activities that get 

us moving.  I m looking forward to seeing our Ward 4 residents out there.  Together, we ll take steps toward 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Notification: Pepco / Exelon Merger @ Wed Oct 7, 2015 11am - 11:30am 
(lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov)

Date: Wed, 07 Oct 2015 14:49:59 +0000
From: Google Calendar <calendar-notification@google.com>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <089e0149c2005af4b1052184dc75@google.com>
MD5: b7f34886ee72318dded1c52259613348

 

more details »

Pepco / Exelon Merger

There were no convenient conference rooms available at this time.

When Wed Oct 7, 2015 11am – 11:30am Eastern Time

Where PBS Commissioner's Suite - Collaboration Table or 
Quiet Room (map)

Calendar lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov

Who x2022; michael.gelber@gsa.gov 

- organizer

x2022; lauren.hanna@gsa.gov - 

creator

x2022; ken.shutika@gsa.gov
x2022; diana.vaughan@gsa.gov

x2022;
lariza.sepulveda@gsa.go
v

Going?   Yes - Maybe - No    more options »

Invitation from Google Calendar

You are receiving this email at the account lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov because you are 
subscribed for notifications on calendar lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov.

To stop receiving these emails, please log in to https://www.google.com/calendar/ and change 
your notification settings for this calendar.

Forwarding this invitation could allow any recipient to modify your RSVP response. Learn 
More.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Pepco/Exelon merger
Date: Wed, 7 Oct 2015 08:45:30 -0500
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <-2418260560969406494@unknownmsgid>
MD5: fbb76806f40b7c993d2823ab7108bbf2

I am on 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:42 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Call in: 866-620-7248

Passcode:  7952078

On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:16 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA?

On Wed, Oct 7, 2015 at 9:02 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Will 10 AM work? 

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Pepco/Exelon merger
Date: Wed, 7 Oct 2015 09:42:09 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1ZtCbdVwUDeeBsV_4JE2dQFUOpSi=RsXSX68j4Q5fWLg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: c13a651fdc68d9ed358b7007de6bf44b

On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:16 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA?

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: 10 am call Pepco/Exelon merger
Date: Wed, 7 Oct 2015 09:32:35 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXnEh24eD6ggZbuA1hSmQiBs4NjgsnyYpiakiaiog75Dw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8a04e7fbdbdcba9335ef978b15d6da27

Dennis are you available to join on a 10 am call? 
 

Lariza

On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:16 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA?

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:16 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA?

Sent from my iPhone 

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

 

On Oct 7, 2015, at 8:16 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA?

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Pepco/Exelon merger
Date: Wed, 7 Oct 2015 09:16:11 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1nPTLUCE7DjK_qri+7OD9aAu_R_tVDcLHPmtfCZu6_BA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6f1b26c2b0e2a2cec5ad46237ca10276

I have something at 10 a.m. but don't that impede the rest of the team.  If Lariza and Dennis can make 
it, then she can give me the update.  I am going through settlement document and it is largely what we 
have seen before.  I wonder what happened with AOBA? 
 

> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
> 
> Ken 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

 

  
> On Oct 7, 2015, at 7:38 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:  
>  
> Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account.  
>  
> Ken  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Pepco/Exelon merger
Date: Wed, 7 Oct 2015 08:37:59 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Dennis Goins <
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0wihV-6Ve2QSteVD=4v4q9mC7Q0sy8XCYL4vi=JhkmqA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a24717fe09f1bba96b597fce63b4271b

Can we have a quick call sometime between 9-10 to discuss merger position?  Lariza and I meet with 
Michael Gelber at 11 a.m. on issue and yesterday's filing will need to be taken into account. 
 

Ken 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Frosh petitions court to force reconsideration of Exelon-Pepco merger - Baltimore Sun
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 08:04:09 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiW+crLy_TC6Rop-z2NUixs1DqhGXw3xhnwiVo1QCHLcpA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6b1917938c1a8c325bac5d0d640d6c3f

Maryland AG moves against merger 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
belonging to the sender which is legally privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Please do not forward this message without permission. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return e-mail and 
delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)

(
b
) 
(
5
)

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

K

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Dec 11, 2015 at 9:29 AM 
Subject: Re: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up 
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <
Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> 

 

Refer her to Kamara Jones. 

Sent from my iPhone

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Stephanie Kurose <SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2015 at 5:43 PM 
Subject: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up 
To: "ken.shutika@gsa.gov" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Hi Mr. Shutika, 

My name is Stephanie Kurose and I work at the Center for Biological Diversity, an environmental 
organization here in the District. I left you a voicemail earlier this afternoon and just wanted to follow 
up with an email. I just had some questions on what GSA thinks about the merger and what its concerns 
are regarding the potential impacts to the federal government. I've been following the case very closely 
and would love to chat if you have the time! You can reach me at (203) 524-0562 or this email address. 
I will be around all day tomorrow. 

Thanks again! 

Stephanie Kurose, J.D. 
Center for Biological Diversity 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: 10 Most Popular Utility Stories of 2015
Date: Wed, 30 Dec 2015 13:29:54 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWb2PONxRgKGCYx6mK-zg=XzSSb1CjHYeg5ZoMqohxvTA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 5d62931ecdf65c3f24bc21a9302908d4

DC rejecting the Exelon/Pepco merger made the list: 

http://www.utilitydive.com/news/dc-regulators-reject-exelon-pepco-merger/404562/

NY REV  also made the list, and stimulating the growth of DG:

T he second track of New Y ork's Reforming the Energy Vision proceeding to overhaul 
utility bus ines s models and stimulate the growth of distributed res ources .

http://www.utilitydive.com/news/comments-on-ny-revs-track-2-are-in-and-the-utility-sector-has-
mixed-feel/408032/

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Utility Dive <newsletter@divenewsletter.com>
Date: Tue, Dec 29, 2015 at 2:02 PM 
Subject: 10 Most Popular Utility Stories of 2015 
To: General Services Administration <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 14:48:57 -0400
From: Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAJRvxXQa8eEVnUrmoo9rxWXur+BRtsh_5VbR-WF136im=-FWCA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: eb85e9ccb29bd691e25bec35ef76f3eb

great 

 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 2:35 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Ken Shutika and myself will be attending tomorrow at 1 pm.  Looking forward to seeing you. 
 lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:29 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

my phone is broken have to go to the shop to get it fixed.

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya
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--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 14:58:58 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>, Randy Speck <rspeck_98@yahoo.com>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVfx7_XRgvA+FqN8D753qs+-jh_Bdx1nEBDrjVDMoUh9w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1cb3f9ad852a7e32a244b85959a3e458

Hi Randy,  Ken and I are available eat 1 pm tomorrow.  We can walk to your office.  can you confirm 
your office address? Thank you.  Lariza
 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 2:48 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

great

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 2:35 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Ken Shutika and myself will be attending tomorrow at 1 pm.  Looking forward to seeing you. 
 lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:29 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

my phone is broken have to go to the shop to get it fixed.

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
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next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 11:21 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya, that was so unexpected and I am glad it was clarified.  Last Friday we were working on the 
motion and the GSA Press Secretary called me in regard of the press release. It was unexpected, and I 
am glad the journalist reached out to verify --  Ken and I would have been in a lot trouble  otherwise. 

Call me today at your convenience to set up a time and date for a meeting; we are available Friday.  My 
mobile is

Best

lariza

 
 

 

 
 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--
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On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 2:48 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

great

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 2:35 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Ken Shutika and myself will be attending tomorrow at 1 pm.  Looking forward to seeing you. 
 lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:29 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

my phone is broken have to go to the shop to get it fixed.

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  
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On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
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Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 14:35:05 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXXyax9AbU3saxZYRtAA5AXGjK3p6D-cqbhxdKggSy3-A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d9d2d0dd77e6bbc307ba36d6b70e2c2a

Hi Anya,  Ken Shutika and myself will be attending tomorrow at 1 pm.  Looking forward to seeing you. 
 lariza 
 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:29 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

my phone is broken have to go to the shop to get it fixed.

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.

O
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Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
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Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 13:57:49 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVFgWjPQHCFJWH=n18NxheTFz5kne_JMBcxGVgcy4WEkw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 52d9f9aa46788ec7effe50239288c0b9

Anya,  I need to confirm with my colleague Ken Shutika. from GSA it will be Ken and Myself.  lariza 
 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 1:43 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

1 tomorrow is fine. Do you want to do it a Kaye Scholer? Who from GSA will be coming?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 1:41 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lets schedule tomorrow afternoon -- 1 pm or so?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:43 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Randy says he has a conflict at 9. He was hoping to do the afternoon tomorrow or Wednesday 
morning. 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:41 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
9 am works?

On Monday, October 26, 2015, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

my phone is broken have to go to the shop to get it fixed.

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:
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Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 11:21 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya, that was so unexpected and I am glad it was clarified.  Last Friday we were working on the 
motion and the GSA Press Secretary called me in regard of the press release. It was unexpected, and I 
am glad the journalist reached out to verify --  Ken and I would have been in a lot trouble  otherwise. 

Call me today at your convenience to set up a time and date for a meeting; we are available Friday.  My 
mobile is

Best

lariza

 
 

 

 
 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 13:41:02 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVQEEXak7MUG3M=WU6i3+apuuMgs8u=jj0Vc8Z=bX5=dg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e0656ef4dc108c99aa51c1a6f220fdee

Lets schedule tomorrow afternoon -- 1 pm or so? 
 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:43 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Randy says he has a conflict at 9. He was hoping to do the afternoon tomorrow or Wednesday 
morning. 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:41 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
9 am works?

On Monday, October 26, 2015, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

my phone is broken have to go to the shop to get it fixed.

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya
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On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.

 
 

 

 
 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)

(b) (5)

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 13:43:50 -0400
From: Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAJRvxXSGfwYTjXvz3j_UVPuO9KOdbZvjKxnEvySaJDp2esGXgQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6f170416a67f45f4cff2094026b5c06a

1 tomorrow is fine. Do you want to do it a Kaye Scholer? Who from GSA will be coming? 

 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 1:41 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lets schedule tomorrow afternoon -- 1 pm or so?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:43 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Randy says he has a conflict at 9. He was hoping to do the afternoon tomorrow or Wednesday 
morning. 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:41 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
9 am works?

On Monday, October 26, 2015, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

my phone is broken have to go to the shop to get it fixed.

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:
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Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 12:43:51 -0400
From: Anya Schoolman <
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAJRvxXT_SZgybS+qzA7fbnTDj3Ez21gWtHqi94hUuTQwXdRj8w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 43502daf3e4cd22e34bc6e51e981b92e

Randy says he has a conflict at 9. He was hoping to do the afternoon tomorrow or Wednesday morning.  

 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:41 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
9 am works?

On Monday, October 26, 2015, Anya Schoolman <  wrote:

my phone is broken have to go to the shop to get it fixed.

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Anya Schoolman <  wrote:

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <  wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <  wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <  wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.
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Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 12:29:52 -0400
From: Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAJRvxXSHB8MRa4LD4K3euaZEo9V4+eF_TD6zRYh1ha-mtAF6kw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4996230d60cd086a3dda79dbc703bea0

my phone is broken have to go to the shop to get it fixed. 

 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 12:41:53 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiX6MOvpYeSkJ0QOJ_YbbjZXMM=DOprMFHprL-H17V8R2Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7a15a7714abcfa76d1e46823034e1d8a

9 am works?

On Monday, October 26, 2015, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote: 
my phone is broken have to go to the shop to get it fixed. 
 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:28 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning?

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 12:28:59 -0400
From: Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAJRvxXT_5-obkBnwOPCvBYaWZ0jH2DVTARb0-VB7x1aejbQjfw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0767c877e8e2719931c77bf7b8e9ff81

how about Tuesday afternoon or Wed morning? 

 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 12:02 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: next steps
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 12:02:27 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWG=_4hoQ1pxOmjjPJ5+RJgvHCWVZG-FOvzB2FCz3UV-Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8222aab468655c77779290544ed63934

Hi Anya,  Call me today at your convenience to schedule tomorrow's meeting.  Thank you Lariza
 

On Mon, Oct 26, 2015 at 11:40 AM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

hi. I wanted to check back in re getting together tomorrow? Randy offered we can meet at Kaye Scholer 
if that is convenient for you all?  It looks like the PSC will make a ruling on the process Wednesday.

The PSC will announce its order on Exelon's motion to reopen the proceeding and set a schedule at its 
11:00 am public meeting on Wednesday. 
 http://www.dcpsc.org/pdf_files/publicmeeting/OM_Agenda_Oct28_15.pdf.  

On Fri, Oct 23, 2015 at 10:30 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Anya,  Tuesday afternoon works best for us.  Lariza

On Thu, Oct 22, 2015 at 9:42 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

Hi. I am wondering if either Monday or Tuesday next week might work to get together and talk about 
next steps on the Exelon merger. 

Anya

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 2:23 PM, Anya Schoolman <anya.schoolman@gmail.com> wrote:

How about next Tuesday?? I am on the road the rest of this week. I think Randy and I are both available 
on Tuesday and could come to your office if that was helpful.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: merger
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 07:45:31 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Linda Collins - PMAA <lindal.collins@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <7793905190823499192@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 7bf854344205e47ad2319444b0699436
Attachments: NoName_1 ; FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-

dg1.doc 

Begin forwarded message: 

 
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Confidential for your review
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 09:49:00 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVOfK2coqzZLYD--U-UWGH11CW=ximiRQ4T3Wnjz5ZT_A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0fb9f4e6ad7db74d13e81092bf10b60c
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

This is our economic impact pls see attachment 

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: merger
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 10:08:30 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "Prisco, Thomas J CIV (US)" <thomas.j.prisco.civ@mail.mil>,  "Prisco, Thomas J Mr CIV 

USA OTJAG" <thomas.prisco@us.army.mil>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXTZE+OxM=rrBkx7g08gzfdN6G4iqnwe4x8odtNk1hxdQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 48ef0523247dc1fbb7f890aaaa2fc6aa
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

Tom,  

Attached find the economic impact we put together regarding FC 1119 (Exelon-Pepco merger).  I might 
need to get legal help.  Are you available for a call today?  I need your legal  and regulatory opposition.  

Lariza--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: FC1119 revisions
Date: Tue, 3 Nov 2015 14:28:52 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0tf2dC6MRyMHRH=BEjpmfr75Bo3ipyiRbaQ-Ydi38VRg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d73aa374ce2616a793ad84972b5c1fed
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 30 2015.doc 

John, 
 

Here is a non-track change version.

Ken

On Tue, Nov 3, 2015 at 2:19 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi John, for internal review only attached is a draft of the items we will discuss tomorrow at 4 pm.  

Can you confirm with Pete that we are available at 4 pm.

Thank you in advance.

Lariza 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Draft GSA asks for PEPCO
Date: Wed, 4 Nov 2015 10:57:25 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXeX71ZPB_oRTB8eOyTmzSrubup7i=J-SToULhndiZMeg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 36eccd9daebcfe9e8a07e5f60439445c
Attachments: EnergyDivisionPEPCOExelon Settlement Requests Feb 24 2015.docx 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Feb 24, 2015 at 12:09 PM 
Subject: Draft GSA asks for PEPCO 
To: Dennis Goins < Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Lariza 
Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

 

All,

Here is an initial stab at some asks from PEPCO.  Take a look and let us know what you think.  On the 
first one, should we ask for 100% distribution charge offset to start?  Also, read the solar one carefully.  
It would have the effect of putting a ceiling on our rates, but possibly at the expense of some solar 
development.  Solar folks say they don't need fees increased but you never know.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: merger
Date: Wed, 28 Oct 2015 20:31:19 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <DC6CB10B6EDA4824A1163662496CC078@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: b640f34a76fa80e0bb6048b27ec9c4b9
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

pls see attachment    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Second Date Announced for Community Hearing In Exelon-Pepco Merger Case
Date: Fri, 13 Nov 2015 17:46:15 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gmail.com>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWcA0Q_XsydE4RquL9Jkq4ioQQjejMdWxsKtoqaAr9ALA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3055528691082b159e640f9b3043b238

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Office of the People's Counsel <info@opc-dc.gov>
Date: Fri, Nov 13, 2015 at 4:40 PM 
Subject: Second Date Announced for Community Hearing In Exelon-Pepco Merger Case 
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov

 
Having trouble viewing this email? Click here 

Office of the People's Counsel for the District of Columbia
1133 15th Street, NW, Suite 500 | Washington, DC 20005
Phone: 202-727-3071 | Fax: 202-727-1014 | TTY/TDD: 202-727-2876

www.opc-dc.gov 
 

CONSUMER ALERT
 
Additional Community Hearing Date  
November 18, 2015   
  on the Exelon/Pepco Merger Settlement Proposal
 

November 13, 2015 

Voice Your Opinion on the Exelon/Pepco 
 Merger Settlement Proposal   

T he D C P ublic S ervice C ommis s ion ha s announced a s econd day for 
the C ommunity to comment on the E xelon/P epco Merger S ettlement 
proposal. 

T he first day for the C ommunity Hearing s is T ues day, November 17, 
2015, at 10:00 a.m., in the C ommis s ion Hearing  Room, 1325 G 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

S treet, N.W., S uite 800, Was hing ton, DC  20005. 

The second day for the Community Hearings will be Wednesday, 
November 18, 2015, a ls o at 10:00 a.m., in the C ommis s ion Hearing  
Room, 1325 G S treet, N.W., S uite 800, Was hing ton, DC  20005. 

Both hearings are open to Interested pers ons who are not parties to 
this proceeding and wis h to comment on the S ettlement Agreement.  
P ers ons wis hing to testify at this hearing may do s o by notifying the 
C ommis s ion's S ecretary in writing at the addres s or email addres s 
listed in the final paragraph of this Notice prior to the date of the 
hearing. 

The Commission has indicated that it "cannot guarantee there will be 
time for all pre-registered speakers and for all walk-in speakers even 
with the additional hearing day." Speakers will be called in the order 
that they pre-registered or signed in on the hearing day. 
 
Pre-registered speakers will be accommodated first, followed by walk-in speakers in the 

order that they appear and sign-in on the hearing day. For this reason, the PSC 
highly encourages the public to submit written statements to the 
Commission Secretary's Office in lieu of an oral statement at the 
community hearing. Written comments or statements can be filed until 
the close of the record, December 18, 2015, by sending them to Brinda 
Westbrook-Sedgwick, Commission Secretary, Public Service 
Commission of the District of Columbia, 1325 G Street, N.W., Suite 
800, Washington D.C. 20005, or by email at Psc-
commissionsecretary@ dc.gov
Representatives of organizations shall be permitted a maximum of five (5) minutes for 
oral presentation. Individuals shall be permitted a maximum of three (3) minutes for oral 
presentation. The submission of copies of written statements is encouraged by the 
Commission. 

Copies of the proposed Settlement Agreement may be obtained by 
contacting the Office of the C ommis s ion S ecretary, P ublic S ervice 
C ommis s ion of the District of C olumbia, 1325 G S treet, N.W., S uite 
800, Was hington, D C 20005 or by visiting the C ommis s ion's website at 
www.dcpsc.org.

*** OPC encourages you to share this information with your community and we encourage 
everyone to participate at the hearing on Tuesday, November 17th.  And the additional 

Community Hearing on Wednesday November 18th.  It is important to let the Commission know 
your position on the settlement agreement as it prepares to make its decision in this case. 

And as always, should you need any technical assistance or 
information related to this proceeding O P C is available to brief you or 
your group. J us t call us at 202-727-3071, visit us on the web at 
www.opc-dc.gov, on F acebook; D C Office of the P eople's C ouns el, or 
on T witter @ D C O P C . 

Read the complete notice here 
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CONSUMER ALERT
  
Additional Community Hearing Date  
November 18, 2015   
  on the Exelon/Pepco Merger Settlement Proposal
 

November 13, 2015 

Voice Your Opinion on the Exelon/Pepco 
 Merger Settlement Proposal   

T he D C P ublic S ervice C ommis s ion ha s announced a s econd day for 
the C ommunity to comment on the E xelon/P epco Merger S ettlement 
proposal. 

T he first day for the C ommunity Hearing s is T ues day, November 17, 
2015, at 10:00 a.m., in the C ommis s ion Hearing  Room, 1325 G 
S treet, N.W., S uite 800, Was hing ton, DC  20005. 

The second day for the Community Hearings will be Wednesday, 
November 18, 2015, a ls o at 10:00 a.m., in the C ommis s ion Hearing  
Room, 1325 G S treet, N.W., S uite 800, Was hing ton, DC  20005. 
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Both hearings are open to Interested pers ons who are not parties to 
this proceeding and wis h to comment on the S ettlement Agreement.  
P ers ons wis hing to testify at this hearing may do s o by notifying the 
C ommis s ion's S ecretary in writing at the addres s or email addres s 
listed in the final paragraph of this Notice prior to the date of the 
hearing. 

The Commission has indicated that it "cannot guarantee there will be 
time for all pre-registered speakers and for all walk-in speakers even 
with the additional hearing day." Speakers will be called in the order 
that they pre-registered or signed in on the hearing day. 
 
Pre-registered speakers will be accommodated first, followed by walk-in speakers in the 

order that they appear and sign-in on the hearing day. For this reason, the PSC 
highly encourages the public to submit written statements to the 
Commission Secretary's Office in lieu of an oral statement at the 
community hearing. Written comments or statements can be filed until 
the close of the record, December 18, 2015, by sending them to Brinda 
Westbrook-Sedgwick, Commission Secretary, Public Service 
Commission of the District of Columbia, 1325 G Street, N.W., Suite 
800, Washington D.C. 20005, or by email at Psc-
commissionsecretary@dc.gov
Representatives of organizations shall be permitted a maximum of five (5) minutes for 
oral presentation. Individuals shall be permitted a maximum of three (3) minutes for oral 
presentation. The submission of copies of written statements is encouraged by the 
Commission. 

Copies of the proposed Settlement Agreement may be obtained by 
contacting the Office of the C ommis s ion S ecretary, P ublic S ervice 
C ommis s ion of the District of C olumbia, 1325 G S treet, N.W., S uite 
800, Was hington, D C 20005 or by visiting the C ommis s ion's website at 
www.dcpsc.org.

*** OPC encourages you to share this information with your community and we encourage 
everyone to participate at the hearing on Tuesday, November 17th.  And the additional 

Community Hearing on Wednesday November 18th.  It is important to let the Commission know 
your position on the settlement agreement as it prepares to make its decision in this case. 

And as always, should you need any technical assistance or 
information related to this proceeding O P C is available to brief you or 
your group. J us t call us at 202-727-3071, visit us on the web at 
www.opc-dc.gov, on F acebook; D C Office of the P eople's C ouns el, or 
on T witter @ D C O P C . 

Read the complete notice here 

 

### 
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CONSUMER ALERT
 
Community Hearing Scheduled  
  on the Exelon/Pepco Merger Settlement Proposal
 

 
November 6, 2015 

Voice Your Opinion on the Exelon/Pepco 
 Merger Settlement Proposal   

O n T hurs day, November 5, 2015 the P S C announced: 

A Community Hearing will convene Tuesday, November 17, 2015, at 
10:00 a.m., in the C ommis s ion Hearing  Room, 1325 G S treet, 
N.W., S uite 800, Was hing ton, DC  20005, for the purpos e of allowing 
interested pers ons who are not parties to this proceeding and wis h to 
comment on the S ettlement Agreement to do s o at this hearing. 

Interested persons who are not parties to this proceeding and wish to 
comment on the S ettlement Agreement at this hearing may do s o by 
notifying the C ommis s ion's S ecretary in writing at the addres s or email 
addres s listed in the final paragraph of this Notice prior to the date of 
the hearing. 
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R epres entatives of organizations s hall be permitted a maximum of five 
(5) minutes for oral presentation. Individuals s hall be permitted a 
maximum of three (3) minutes for oral presentation. T he s ubmis s ion of 
copies of written statements is encouraged by the C ommis s ion. 

Copies of the proposed Settlement Agreement may be obtained by 
contacting the Office of the C ommis s ion S ecretary, P ublic S ervice 
C ommis s ion of the District of C olumbia, 1325 G S treet, N.W., S uite 
800, Was hington, D C 20005 or by visiting the C ommis s ion's website at 
www.dcpsc.org.

*** OPC encourages you to share this information with your community and we encourage 
everyone to participate at the hearing on Tuesday, November 17th. It is important to let the 

Commission know your position on the settlement agreement as it prepares to make its decision 
in this case. 

And as always, should you need any technical assistance or 
information related to this proceeding O P C is available to brief you, or 
your group. J us t call us at 202-727-3071, visit us on the web at 
www.opc-dc.gov, on F acebook; D C Office of the P eople's C ouns el, or 
on T witter @ D C O P C . 

Read the complete notice here 

 

### 
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Subject: Re: No. 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:47:44 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAC5dbiV8Zm0eBCoB9W2-bPAvHbMb_Y60Dz5zgOo7jA6TJ0FAMw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9b61b21829c3abd7b5d13439572286d0

Thank you.  have a wonderful weekend. 
 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:46 PM, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> wrote:

No more questions on my end... Told the reporter to look a t page 3 a s well. The story should appear 
this evening or Monday a t the latest. 

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:40 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

kamara, also refer to the introduction on page 3.  lariza

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:36 PM, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks! I sent the attachment to the reporter san  the email chain. Told him to note the concluding 
paragraph on Page 8. Thanks again. 

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:32 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kamara,  we have officially file comments on behalf of GSA for FC 1119 .  See  below.  

regards

Lariza Sepulveda
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To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
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No more questions on my end... Told the reporter to look at page 3 as well. The story should appear this 
evening or Monday at the latest.  

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:40 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

kamara, also refer to the introduction on page 3.  lariza

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:36 PM, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks! I sent the attachment to the reporter san  the email chain. Told him to note the concluding 
paragraph on Page 8. Thanks again. 

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:32 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kamara,  we have officially file comments on behalf of GSA for FC 1119 .  See  below.  

regards

Lariza Sepulveda

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:26 PM 
Subject: No. 1119 
To: cdavis@psc.dc.gov, abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com, bgreene@greenehurlocker.com, 
brian.caldwell@dc.gov, carolyn@carolynelefant.com, charak@nclc.org,  
ffrancis@aoba-metro.org, jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com, kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com, 
ldaniels@opc-dc.gov, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  
nancy.white@squirepb.com, owein@nclc.org, randy.hayman@dcwater.com, RBeverly@psc.dc.gov, 
rlorenzo@loeb.com, BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov, vahern@psc.dc.gov, RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov, 
cberry@psc.dc.gov, Naza.Shelley@dc.gov, kdidigu@psc.dc.gov, msmith@psc.dc.gov
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Attached please find GSA's Notice of Appearance of John S. Tobey and Opposition to Joint Parties' 
Motion to Reopen the Record for Docket No. 1119 before the DC Public Service Commission.  
--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
belonging to the sender which is legally privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Please do not forward this message without permission. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return e-mail and 
delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.   

--

 
 

   

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Kamara Jones 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: No. 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:40:08 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUwet69VaFwcsPSLBu3g-Pfnqv=stHgG=L8oW2fZ9G_8Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d1d3537fd21cead96b4609cfdb8ccc31

kamara, also refer to the introduction on page 3.  lariza 
 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:36 PM, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks! I sent the attachment to the reporter san  the email chain. Told him to note the concluding 
paragraph on Page 8. Thanks again. 

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:32 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kamara,  we have officially file comments on behalf of GSA for FC 1119 .  See  below.  

regards

Lariza Sepulveda

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:26 PM 
Subject: No. 1119 
To: cdavis@psc.dc.gov, abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com, bgreene@greenehurlocker.com, 
brian.caldwell@dc.gov, carolyn@carolynelefant.com, charak@nclc.org,  
ffrancis@aoba-metro.org, jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com, kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com, 
ldaniels@opc-dc.gov, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  
nancy.white@squirepb.com, owein@nclc.org, randy.hayman@dcwater.com, RBeverly@psc.dc.gov, 
rlorenzo@loeb.com, BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov, vahern@psc.dc.gov, RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov, 
cberry@psc.dc.gov, Naza.Shelley@dc.gov, kdidigu@psc.dc.gov, msmith@psc.dc.gov

Attached please find GSA's Notice of Appearance of John S. Tobey and Opposition to Joint Parties' 
Motion to Reopen the Record for Docket No. 1119 before the DC Public Service Commission.  
--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: No. 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:36:24 -0400
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CANmQ29GgfMTne30vnkrm8W-0TZ+oj6AhQzjDnaczsOECCSyEug@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 51e780256e6333d7e871a80ab29bebfc

Thanks! I sent the attachment to the reporter san the email chain. Told him to note the concluding 
paragraph on Page 8. Thanks again.  

Kamara 

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:32 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kamara,  we have officially file comments on behalf of GSA for FC 1119 .  See  below.  

regards

Lariza Sepulveda

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:26 PM 
Subject: No. 1119 
To: cdavis@psc.dc.gov, abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com, b , 
brian.caldwell@dc.gov, carolyn@carolynelefant.com, charak@nclc.org,  
ffrancis@aoba-metro.org, jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com, kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com, 
ldaniels@opc-dc.gov, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  

 owein@nclc.org, randy.hayman@dcwater.com, RBeverly@psc.dc.gov, 
rlorenzo@loeb.com, BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov, vahern@psc.dc.gov, RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov, 
cberry@psc.dc.gov, Naza.Shelley@dc.gov, kdidigu@psc.dc.gov, msmith@psc.dc.gov

Attached please find GSA's Notice of Appearance of John S. Tobey and Opposition to Joint Parties' 
Motion to Reopen the Record for Docket No. 1119 before the DC Public Service Commission.  
--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
mailto:john.tobey@gsa.gov
mailto:cdavis@psc.dc.gov
mailto:abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com
mailto:brian.caldwell@dc.gov
mailto:carolyn@carolynelefant.com
mailto:ffrancis@aoba-metro.org
mailto:jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com
mailto:ldaniels@opc-dc.gov
mailto:leonard.lucas@gsa.gov
mailto:owein@nclc.org
mailto:vahern@psc.dc.gov
mailto:RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov
mailto:cberry@psc.dc.gov
mailto:Naza.Shelley@dc.gov
mailto:kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
mailto:msmith@psc.dc.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: No. 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:36:05 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWuroMfoYON6Nb1u316Xvng1PpRhHaAZU61edWW0mhMAg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 03c18b9ce72b4526e5a18b091c1b1c8d

The document was submitted today at 5:23 pm.  We are still at room 5115 in case you have further 
questions. 
 

thank you

Lariza

On Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:32 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kamara,  we have officially file comments on behalf of GSA for FC 1119 .  See  below.  

regards

Lariza Sepulveda

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Recommended Attorney for Exelon/Pepco proceeding
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 13:12:18 -0400
From: Randy Speck <rspeck_98@yahoo.com>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <A4D0A475-C783-4CAD-8362-C4C86D3722F9@yahoo.com>
MD5: 2552b6b84a0dae76630e1fe22b53f243

5:00. 

Randy 

On Oct 16, 2015, at 1:09 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Randy,  thank you.  We are working against the clock drafting a motion for GSA.  Do you know when is 
the motion due today -- what time 3 pm or 5 pm ?

Thank you

Lariza

 
 

         
 
 

 

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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 Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject:
Date: Wed, 14 Oct 2015 15:27:31 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUTZ+QY4YXi7PoZWpqH9n+4-1+w=VYj-UYbMurXLOyvgw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4b7fbf0fbee4052a0c145b7fe870c5ed

 We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).   

There are about  6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.

 The company has filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the 
commission to make a decision.

  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make recommendations in 
regard to those items of concern.

 The commission is seeking input from all parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.

We need to file a motion to oppose the schedule as proposed by the company.

We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; we want to ensure there is an opportunity 
for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies interest.

 Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, microgrids, net 
metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake

 We need to have the opportunity to participate, and provide input.

  We want to get approval to file a motion to comment on the proposed schedule. 

We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA. 

 we can decide on a course of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Tue, 13 Oct 2015 11:59:14 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1zQPu=Mys_02Hq4omNpD_1NYTuoyqEfRTTW+XGXv4vgA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2e1ed39b51245e3ed0f38b099793db1e

Works here. 
 

On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 11:35 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

2 pm works.  Thank you 

On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 11:28 AM, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lariza--can we do a call at 2pm?  I have a filing I would like to get in before then.  Thanks
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

On Oct 9, 2015, at 1:03 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard,

Thanks for coordinating with Catherine.  We look forward to her response.

Mark

 
 

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 11:19 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI

 

 
 

 

 

  

  
 

 
 

 

   

 

 

Phone: 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, 
please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Tue, 13 Oct 2015 11:35:48 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXukUFH9GL0CmY32yf9s=b0o50DqRiGdw-8PcOO9tuoUw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f780c2c51adeeb6f81f86eea14360b26

2 pm works.  Thank you  
 

On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 11:28 AM, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lariza--can we do a call at 2pm?  I have a filing I would like to get in before then.  Thanks

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 5:53 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

Mark,

John Tobey has been assigned to help you with this matter. I believe Lariza and Ken are familiar with 
John. I believe he may have attended at least one meeting with Lariza and Ken at Pepco's offices. 

If you should have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thanks,

Leonard 

Regards,

Lenny 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 9, 2015, at 1:03 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard,
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yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone
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On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

Â 

Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.

Â 

Â 

Thank you,

Â 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005
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Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 
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Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

Â 

Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.

Â 

Â 

Thank you,

Â 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax

moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

  

--
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Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 
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Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

Â 

Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.

Â 

Â 

Thank you,

Â 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax

moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

  

--
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--

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee 
unless otherwise
indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to 
requesting or receiving the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental 
impressions and work product of the attorney. Disclosure to third parties by anyone 
other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the attorney/client 
privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.

--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--
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Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.
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Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

Â 

Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.

Â 

Â 

Thank you,

Â 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax

moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
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Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
Date: Tue, 13 Oct 2015 09:42:16 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUfc+5+3uDQBSFXV8DCR0G+wvamvVmf7WAuiD583JFCFg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2f6e8c80b311f53bfd45e7a9598478ab

Leonard,  thank you .  We will follow up with John. and bring him up to date.  Lariza
 

On Tue, Oct 13, 2015 at 5:53 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark,

John Tobey has been assigned to help you with this matter. I believe Lariza and Ken are familiar with 
John. I believe he may have attended at least one meeting with Lariza and Ken at Pepco's offices. 

If you should have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Thanks,

Leonard 

Regards,

Lenny 

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 9, 2015, at 1:03 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard,

Thanks for coordinating with Catherine.  We look forward to her response.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 12:52 PM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lariza,

I will be leaving for a Mediation in Atlanta on Monday.  The Mediation is to take place Tuesday and 
Wednesday.  I sent Catherine an email to see if someone can help you coordinate with the intervenors 
Dennis mentioned.

Leonard
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On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza
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On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

Â 

Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.

Â 

Â 

Thank you,

Â 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax

moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
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about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone
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Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'  
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

To All,

Â 

Attached please findÂ  the CommissionÂ  Order No. 18000, issuedÂ  inÂ  FC 1119, dated October 8, 
2015.

Â 

Â 

Thank you,

Â 

Mavis Oudkerk

Regulatory Docket Specialist

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street, NW., Suite 800

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-5150 Office |Â  202-393-1389 Fax

moudkerk@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org

  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Phone: 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, 
please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message -----  

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA  

To: Dennis Goins  

Sent: Friday, October 09, 2015 9:52 AM 

Subject: Fwd: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf

Dennis,

We have approval to move forward.Â  Can you review the statement I wrote below, and let me know if 
it is accurate (not misconstrued).Â  We are going to send the request Leonard today. Ken and I spoke 
yesterday Â with our office and they agree that we need to have at least the option to file comments if 
we decide to do so.Â  Thank you. Â lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:28 AM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Lariza,

Ken is on leave today.Â  I am in the office and approve your request to file a motion should we have 
funds and ability to act.

Mark

On Fri, Oct 9, 2015 at 9:12 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, Â We reviewed the new settlement proposal for FC 1119( Exelon/pepco merger).Â  There are 
about Â 6 or 7 items that are a legitimate concern GSA and our federal partners.Â  The company has 
filed a request to open the record and proposed an expedited schedule for the commission to make a 
decision.Â  The scheduled proposed limits GSA's ability to comment, mitigate or/and make 
recommendations in regard to those items of concern.Â  The commission is seeking input from all 
parties regarding the scheduled proposed in order 18000.Â  We need to file a motion to oppose the 
schedule as proposed by the company.Â  We are not advocating against the merger or for the merger; 
we want to ensure there is an opportunity for GSA to represent the federal executive agencies 
interest.Â  Reasonable cost and rules that enable the development of Distributed generation, 
microgrids, net metering, solar , battery storage in a competitive way are at stake.Â  We need to have 
the opportunity to participate, and provide input.Â  We want to get approval to file a motion to 
comment on the proposed schedule. We need legal to file the motion on behalf of GSA.Â  Are you on 
leave today? If you are not can you contact me at your convenience today so we can decide on a course 
of action for GSA.Â  Thank you. Â Lariza
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Oct 8, 2015 at 6:35 PM 
Subject: Re: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <

Thank you. I think we want to file something.Â  

Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 8, 2015, at 6:27 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard, thank you.Â 

Dennis, this is what I was talking about earlier.Â  It is order 18000.

Ken, this Means we have until October 16 to file comments regarding schedule proposed by company 
and wether we have any comments regarding the reopening of the record.

If we want GSA to have the opportunity to comment we need to file a legal motion stating GSA wishes 
before October 16.

Lariza

On Thursday, October 8, 2015, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

FYI 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: "Oudkerk, Mavis (PSC)" <MOudkerk@psc.dc.gov> 
Date: October 8, 2015 at 4:03:13 PM CDT 
To: "'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'" <'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'>, 
"'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'" <'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'" <'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'>, 
"'charak@nclc.org'" <'charak@nclc.org'>, " <
"'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'" <'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'>, "'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'" 
<'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'" <'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'>, 
"'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'" <'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'>, "'
<  "'nancy.white@squirepb.com'" <'nancy.white@squirepb.com'>, 
"'owein@nclc.org'" <'owein@nclc.org'>, "'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'" 
<'randall.speck@kayescholer.com'>, "'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'" 
<'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, 
"'rlorenzo@loeb.com'" <'rlorenzo@loeb.com'> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Davis, Carmen (PSC)" <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Harris, Alphonzo (PSC)" <AHarris@psc.dc.gov> 
Subject: Emailing: orderno_18000_FC1119.pdf
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Subject: Re: Pepco-Exelon Merger
Date: Wed, 21 Oct 2015 16:23:44 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>,  

Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWNnxmfJ9kRZOkvMw0v+tyiGy2J03DMrddi6TCL3465mw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 904f5f0faaf856533fb6e031582206d9

Hi Kamara,  for your reference we are sending the the FAR subpart 41.103 that provides background on 
GSA's authority to represent federal agencies in proceedings before state regulatory bodies. 
 

https://www.acquisition.gov/?q=browse/far/41/1&searchT erms=subpart%2041.1

41.103 Statutory and delegated authority.

(a) Statutory  authority.
(1) T he General Services A dministration (G S A ) is authorized by 40 U.S.C. 501 to prescribe policies and 
methods  governing the acquisition and supply of utility services for Federal agencies. This  authority 
includes  related functions  s uch as  manag ing  public  utility s ervices  and repres enting  
Federal ag encies  in proceeding s  before Federal and s tate reg ulatory bodies . G S A is 
authorized by 40 U.S.C. 501 to contract for utility services for periods not exceeding ten years.

http://uscode.regstoday.com/40USC_CHAPTER5.aspx#40USC501

(c) Representation. - For transportation and other public utility services used by executive 
agencies, the Administrator of General Services shall represent the agencies -

(1) in negotiations with carriers and other public utilities; and

(2) in proceedings involving carriers or other public utilities before federal and state 
regulatory bodies.

On Wed, Oct 21, 2015 at 2:58 PM, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> wrote:

You  are . Thank you. I'll reach out to Ken and the other guy today. 

 
 

 

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ken Cummins <kcummins007@capinq.com> 
Date: Wednesday, October 21, 2015 
Subject: Pepco-Exelon Merger 
To: John.Tobey@gsa.gov
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Mr. Tobey, 

 

Thank you for taking my call just now.  Sorry to interrupt your conference.  I 
would very much appreciate being referred to the right person within GSA to 
discuss your agency’s role in the DC Public Service Commission proceeding on the 
merger.  As I stated in my phone call, I am currently a freelance writer who 
previously worked as a reporter for The Washington Post, the Chicago Tribune’s 
Washington Bureau, Washingtonian magazine and Washington City Paper, 
among others.  I am currently writing for the Washingtonian, and am following 
the merger intimately to see if it develops into the kind of story that would fit the 
magazine’s format.  So I am not reporting on a regular basis but preparing an 
overall piece once the PSC acts.  

 

Again, thank you for your time and I hope to meet with you regarding this matter 
soon. 

 

Ken Cummins 

 

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
belonging to the sender which is legally privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Please do not forward this message without permission. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return e-mail and 
delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.  

--

Kamara Jones 

Press Secretary 

U.S. General Services Administration  

Office of Communications and Marketing 
General Services Administration | @usgsa | Facebook.com/GSA
kamara.jones@gsa.gov | @whokjones | Work Cell
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: DC PSC
Date: Mon, 19 Oct 2015 11:30:35 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: "Potter, Christopher" <cpotter@aoc.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0huOEH1M40txmyioFyTD6YU67ePox1_K0AXEOATexMUw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 471131a1566a7a3634441455a1896205

Thank you. 
 

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 11:27 AM, Potter, Christopher <cpotter@aoc.gov> wrote:

Thanks Ken. 

I doubt we'll take any action but (if it's ok) I'd appreciate discussing your thoughts when you've finished 
your review. 

I heard about your review on WTOP this morning. 

Also, Jorge called me last week and mentioned an upcoming meeting on barriers to sustainable 
development. We should chat before that as well. 

Thanks,

- Chris

Christopher J. Potter

Director, Utilities and Power Plant Operations

Phone    202.226.3864

Fax         202.225.7308

Cell        

Architect of the Capitol

Capitol Power Plant

25 E Street, SE

Washington, DC 20003

www.aoc.gov 

On Oct 19, 2015, at 10:50 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Chris,

GSA did file on behalf of Federal executive agencies and while we do not oppose the merger per se, we 
do think the settlement should be thoroughly reviewed to determine if it is in the "public interest" 
broadly defined to include commercial customers.  AOC is one of the largest customers in DC along with 
GSA and I believe one of the DOD activities.  

I've attached our motion for review.  If AOC would like to get involved, let us know and we can 
coordinate with you.  We asked for a new case to review quickly the settlement.  If that is the case, 
then you could petition to intervene.  

How did you find out about our intervention?

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 10:24 AM, Potter, Christopher  <cpotter@aoc.gov> wrote: 
Ken 
I heard GSA requested to review the Exelon merger. Are you involved? 
Should we participate? 
Aren't we (AOC) the single largest bill payer in DC? 

Thanks 
- Chris 

Christopher J. Potter 
Director, Utilities and Power Plant Operations 
Phone    202.226.3864
Fax         202.225.7308
Cell        

Architect of the Capitol 
Capitol Power Plant 
25 E Street, SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
www.aoc.gov

<GSA Motion FC1119 Filed 10-16-15.pdf>  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: DC PSC
Date: Mon, 19 Oct 2015 15:27:17 +0000
From: "Potter, Christopher" <cpotter@aoc.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <35499042-8878-45F0-A890-5B5553219954@aoc.gov>
MD5: acf68493867338ebcda6e4dff8dfbf7b

Thanks Ken. I doubt we'll take any action but (if it's ok) I'd appreciate discussing your thoughts when 
you've finished your review.  

I heard about your review on WTOP this morning. 

Also, Jorge called me last week and mentioned an upcoming meeting on barriers to sustainable 
development. We should chat before that as well. 

Thanks,

- Chris

Christopher J. Potter

Director, Utilities and Power Plant Operations

Phone    202.226.3864

Fax         202.225.7308

Cell        

Architect of the Capitol

Capitol Power Plant

25 E Street, SE

Washington, DC 20003

www.aoc.gov 

On Oct 19, 2015, at 10:50 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Chris,

GSA did file on behalf of Federal executive agencies and while we do not oppose the merger per se, we 
do think the settlement should be thoroughly reviewed to determine if it is in the "public interest" 
broadly defined to include commercial customers.  AOC is one of the largest customers in DC along with 
GSA and I believe one of the DOD activities.  

I've attached our motion for review.  If AOC would like to get involved, let us know and we can 
coordinate with you.  We asked for a new case to review quickly the settlement.  If that is the case, 
then you could petition to intervene.  

How did you find out about our intervention?

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 10:24 AM, Potter, Christopher  <cpotter@aoc.gov> wrote: 
Ken 
I heard GSA requested to review the Exelon merger. Are you involved? 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: DC PSC
Date: Mon, 19 Oct 2015 11:11:28 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Potter, Christopher" <cpotter@aoc.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUvajsQ2+2ZnkeQ2XU9AdWi=U=Mbu51V7BJE=7tO-pGnw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 128a4750172a85b8a5cae939d4647e98

Chris,  as Ken mentioned  we filed a motion on Friday recommending that there should be appropriate 
time for all DC stakeholders to review the settlement filed by the companies in October 6 2015.   We are 
waiting for the commission's decision  to either reopen the case or set a new docket to review the new 
settlement proposal.  Are you available for a call today or tomorrow we can answer any questions you 
have, and you can decide if AOC wants to get involve.  Regards. Lariza
 

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 10:50 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Chris,

GSA did file on behalf of Federal executive agencies and while we do not oppose the merger per se, we 
do think the settlement should be thoroughly reviewed to determine if it is in the "public interest" 
broadly defined to include commercial customers.  AOC is one of the largest customers in DC along with 
GSA and I believe one of the DOD activities.  

I've attached our motion for review.  If AOC would like to get involved, let us know and we can 
coordinate with you.  We asked for a new case to review quickly the settlement.  If that is the case, 
then you could petition to intervene.  

How did you find out about our intervention?

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 10:24 AM, Potter, Christopher <cpotter@aoc.gov> wrote: 
Ken 
I heard GSA requested to review the Exelon merger. Are you involved? 
Should we participate? 
Aren't we (AOC) the single largest bill payer in DC? 

Thanks 
- Chris 

Christopher J. Potter 
Director, Utilities and Power Plant Operations 
Phone    202.226.3864
Fax         202.225.7308
Cell        

Architect of the Capitol 
Capitol Power Plant 
25 E Street, SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
www.aoc.gov
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Notification: Discuss Exelon merger settlement @ Thu Oct 1, 2015 3:30pm - 4:30pm 
(lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov)

Date: Thu, 01 Oct 2015 19:20:13 +0000
From: Google Calendar <calendar-notification@google.com>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <001a11c1f67cb8ed2405210feff5@google.com>
MD5: 3fd1b0d2f4e742f307f6e0b7843c39e5

 

more details »

Discuss Exelon merger settlement

Per my call with Ken of a couple of minutes ago, we propose a call today at 3:30 to discuss our progress towards 
settlement with the District of Government and opportunities to move forward with GSA as well.

Dial in 202-872-2080, access code 503641 (moderator code 552103- Peter)

I have added Bill and Karen to assist in addressing any issues.

When Thu Oct 1, 2015 3:30pm – 4:30pm Eastern Time

Calendar lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov

Who x2022; Peter E Meier/CP/PEP - 

organizer

x2022;
lariza.sepulveda@gsa.go
v - creator

x2022; Wendy E Stark/EP/PEP
x2022; ken.shutika@gsa.gov
x2022; leonard.lucas@gsa.gov

x2022;
paul.bonney@exeloncor
p.com - optional

Going?   Yes - Maybe - No    more options »

Invitation from Google Calendar

You are receiving this email at the account lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov because you are 
subscribed for notifications on calendar lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov.

To stop receiving these emails, please log in to https://www.google.com/calendar/ and change 
your notification settings for this calendar.

Forwarding this invitation could allow any recipient to modify your RSVP response. Learn 
More.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 09:49:20 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVZqh0mTTTv1fkFkL_twwFfUAxSnoNjXRLqLcGQFKLaCw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 82f6aa889d024e621e30aa396aa7bea4
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

Hi, Here is the first draft for your review.  Lariza 

. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: revised settlement provisions
Date: Mon, 9 Nov 2015 16:52:47 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3-z8w82DxyrN2RpromEzwBr9-Z9CE1dv-3cBLmcOkrPw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1c34f07e74ad0665611c8fc569198e5a
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Nov 9 2015 KS edits.doc 

All, 
 

The changes look good to me.  I have made 2 minor changes.  Would like some way in #1 to try to 
include AOC in the mix.  They are keenly aware of this issue and would like some protections if we can 
get them.  They are an important client as you can imagine.

Ken
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: DC 1119 -- AOBA's Public Work Papers to the  Direct Testimony of Kirsten Bowden

De a r All:
 
Atta che d p le a s e find th e public work p a p e rs to th e Direct Testimony of AOBA’s witne ss 
Kirs ten M. Bowden in F ormal C a s e 1119.  
 
Re ga rds ,
 
Ua ta u s h a Taylor
AOBA 
1050 17th Stre e t, N.W., Suite 300
Wa shington, D.C. 20036
P : 202.296.3390 Ext. 764 
F: 202.296.3399
utaylor@aoba-metro.org 
www.aoba-metro.org

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: DC 1119 -- AOBA's Public Work Papers to the  Direct Testimony of Kirsten Bowden

De a r All:
 
Atta che d p le a s e find th e public work p a p e rs to th e Direct Testimony of AOBA’s witne ss 
Kirs ten M. Bowden in F ormal C a s e 1119.  
 
Re ga rds ,
 
Ua ta u s h a Taylor
AOBA 
1050 17th Stre e t, N.W., Suite 300
Wa shington, D.C. 20036
P : 202.296.3390 Ext. 764 
F: 202.296.3399
utaylor@aoba-metro.org 
www.aoba-metro.org

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Vegas casinos fight to sidestep Nevada’s electricity monopoly
Date: Mon, 5 Oct 2015 10:44:15 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Diana Vaughan - 5P2M <diana.vaughan@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1-ceHnMqGBoD-ofFZt2tvooQeWFb3BHAw6XDDW5GX1kA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e6e15d07ec272166e06536889fd04167

Steve, 
 

We are evaluating the PEPCO/City settlement proposal for PEPCO/Exelon merger.  We previously took 
a neutral stance on the merger since there were no issues of significant concern for Federal customers. 
The new settlement proposal raises issues of concern for us and there is a greater chance that it will be 
in our best interests to take a formal position on the merger as the Commission revisits the case.  

We will lay out the key issues and position options in the next day or so.  We meet with the City at 1:30 
p.m. and will meet with PEPCO at 4 p.m.  We will know more late today.  Are you OK if we discuss some 
of this with Michael Gelber as issues progress with you in Region?  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Mon, Oct 5, 2015 at 9:13 AM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks.  That is a rainy day project- no rush to complete. Just strikes me a better way to communicate 
the size and scope of some of these power purchasing agreements that will resonate with laymen (like 
me) better than KwH numbers.

On Mon, Oct 5, 2015 at 7:10 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Steve,

We can work up that kind of comparison.  Just need to get some comparable city numbers.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Mon, Oct 5, 2015 at 8:56 AM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

Interesting story.  I like the comparator of two casinos to the city of Key West.  Is there a similar size 
metric for our buy on key markets like DC? 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

Subject: Vegas casinos fight to sidestep Nevada’s electricity monopoly

Here is something from WSJ.com that might interest you:
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: DC PSC
Date: Mon, 19 Oct 2015 10:50:05 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: "Potter, Christopher" <cpotter@aoc.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve333y9-yMczf3AXTvwvh_-YLUAjKFSzMhWaoF8ByTU4VQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 5ef9cbabef0d27abd4ef3cfc144db907
Attachments: GSA Motion FC1119 Filed 10-16-15.pdf 

Chris, 
 

GSA did file on behalf of Federal executive agencies and while we do not oppose the merger per se, we 
do think the settlement should be thoroughly reviewed to determine if it is in the "public interest" 
broadly defined to include commercial customers.  AOC is one of the largest customers in DC along with 
GSA and I believe one of the DOD activities.  

I've attached our motion for review.  If AOC would like to get involved, let us know and we can 
coordinate with you.  We asked for a new case to review quickly the settlement.  If that is the case, 
then you could petition to intervene.  

How did you find out about our intervention?

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Mon, Oct 19, 2015 at 10:24 AM, Potter, Christopher <cpotter@aoc.gov> wrote: 
Ken 
I heard GSA requested to review the Exelon merger. Are you involved? 
Should we participate? 
Aren't we (AOC) the single largest bill payer in DC? 

Thanks 
- Chris 

Christopher J. Potter 
Director, Utilities and Power Plant Operations 
Phone    202.226.3864
Fax         202.225.7308
Cell        

Architect of the Capitol 
Capitol Power Plant 
25 E Street, SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
www.aoc.gov
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft settlement write-up
Date: Sun, 25 Oct 2015 20:50:53 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <   Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0LtMRd1zkr3QWO-ooBP80YKJrJP2XJNteFRmeOQmX0Xw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: fa22c0d7dd5de8d9b6d19d96a3b69f69
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015.docx 

Dennis and Lariza,  
 

Attached is a write-up I banged out tonight to send forward to management on why we should stay 
active in merger case.  It is rough but perhaps could form start of what we send forward.  Let me know 
what you think.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
(2020 329-1826 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Slight update
Date: Mon, 26 Oct 2015 11:21:06 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1T=K-iX+O-juVmSsU9x1xqZ_PqQfbnYZxHmN2Ea4Up2A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 00dd6f3381acedabd88a621b9a2a5d42
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015.docx 

Lariza, 
 

Attached is a slightly modified version of our document.  

Ken 
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would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
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future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at a 
time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
TAGS 

l DC

l Exelon

l Pepco
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Subject: Re: Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 2015 08:30:41 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3EShLLgbjQ_yknrGVyDUcMqcnw=ScQ94_HaWcDycexuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 34f8f147a1ee16baf32b7b5750b72a7f

I agree.  I was quite a surprise.  PEPCO will appeal, but I don't think the odds are good at this point.  
PEPCO was unable to reach a settlement with any of the local intervenors.  There were no settlements 
with DC govt. or Office of People's Counsel.   
 

Ken

On Wed, Aug 26, 2015 at 11:16 AM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wow.  This is surprising! 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 25, 2015, at 11:27 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

FYI.....This was an unexpected and unusual action by the DC PSC.  The commission made a decision base 
on "The 7 Public Interest Factors".  They determined there was no benefit to rate payers, and they had 
concerns they would end up in a  more complex regulatory structure  with Exelon in place.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: DC Public Service Commission <dcdocs@dc.gov>
Date: Tue, Aug 25, 2015 at 2:15 PM 
Subject: Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application 
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov 

Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a Web page.

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street N.W., Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20005
202-626-5120

www.dcpsc.org

 
Press Release

 
For Immediate Release: August 25, 2015
 
Contact: Kellie Armstead Didigu, Media Relations Specialist
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Email: kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
Office: 202-626-5124

 

Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application
 

(Washington, D.C.)  Today, the Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia (“Commission”) 
voted to deny an application for acquisition of Pepco Holdings, Inc. (PHI) by Exelon Corporation as not 
being in the public interest. In determining whether the Proposed Merger is in the public interest pursuant to 
D.C. Code §§ 34-504 and 34-1001, the Commission first considered the effect of the Proposed Merger 
transaction on each of the seven public interest factors.  This included the effects of the transaction on 
ratepayers and shareholders, on competition in the local retail and wholesale markets and on conservation 
of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.  In doing so, the Commission identified how 
the effects of the Proposed Merger on each of the seven public interest factors would benefit or harm the 
public (including Pepco, District ratepayers, and the District community).  The Commission then used its 
findings to assess the transaction as a whole.  The Commission concluded that, taken as a whole, the 
transaction as proposed by Exelon and Pepco is not in the public interest. In a separate opinion, 
Commissioner Phillips concurred in part and dissented in part.
 
Exelon announced its purchase of PHI, the parent company of the Potomac Electric Power Company 
(“Pepco”), on April 30, 2014, and the application seeking a change of control was filed on June 18, 2014.  
Parties to the proceeding included the Office of the People’s Counsel, the District of Columbia 
Government, the Apartment and Office Building Association of Metropolitan Washington, D.C. Solar 
United Neighborhood, District of Columbia Water and Sewer Authority, the General Services 
Administration, GRID2.0 Working Group, and others.  Over 3,000 residents, non-profits and small 
businesses submitted written testimony on the merger, both in support and in opposition.  In addition, the 
Commission held four community hearings in which 178 participants submitted testimony.  Further, the 
Commission received comments from 26 Advisory Neighborhood Commissions and several members of 
the D.C. Council.
 
Chairman Kane stated, “The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus 
solely on providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses and 
institutions.  The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the merger would 
move us in the opposite direction.”
 
Commissioner Fort agreed, stating that “The Proposed Merger would diminish Pepco’s ability to directly 
raise issues that address the needs of District ratepayers while posing regulatory challenges for the 
Commission and the interested parties who participate in Commission proceedings.”
 
Commissioner Phillips stated, “I agree with my colleagues that the merger application as filed is a bad deal 
for the District.  However, I am disappointed in the loss of the many opportunities that could have achieved 
benefits for our local communities and across the region.”
 
In other jurisdictions, the application for the merger of PHI and Exelon has been approved, including 
Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. The only 
jurisdiction to deny the application is the District of Columbia.  Pepco and Exelon have 30 days to ask the 
Commission to reconsider its decision.
 
 

The Public Service Commission of  the District of  Columbia is an independent agency established by 
Congress in 1913 to regulate electric, natural gas, and telecommunications companies in the District of  

Columbia.
 

###

 
 

 
Update your subscriptions, modify your e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 
Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 
problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. All other inquiries can 
be directed to dcdocs@dc.gov.
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Subject: Re: Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application
Date: Wed, 26 Aug 2015 08:16:36 -0700
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <4433434527456815050@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 1d33c7b5c3589d3b5759eb5b59744877

Wow.  This is surprising! 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Aug 25, 2015, at 11:27 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

FYI.....This was an unexpected and unusual action by the DC PSC.  The commission made a decision base 
on "The 7 Public Interest Factors".  They determined there was no benefit to rate payers, and they had 
concerns they would end up in a  more complex regulatory structure  with Exelon in place.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: DC Public Service Commission <dcdocs@dc.gov>
Date: Tue, Aug 25, 2015 at 2:15 PM 
Subject: Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application 
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov 

Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a Web page.

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street N.W., Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20005
202-626-5120

www.dcpsc.org

 
Press Release

 
For Immediate Release: August 25, 2015
 
Contact: Kellie Armstead Didigu, Media Relations Specialist
Email: kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
Office: 202-626-5124

 

Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application
 

(Washington, D.C.)  Today, the Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia (“Commission”) 
voted to deny an application for acquisition of Pepco Holdings, Inc. (PHI) by Exelon Corporation as not 
being in the public interest. In determining whether the Proposed Merger is in the public interest pursuant to 
D.C. Code §§ 34-504 and 34-1001, the Commission first considered the effect of the Proposed Merger 
transaction on each of the seven public interest factors.  This included the effects of the transaction on 
ratepayers and shareholders, on competition in the local retail and wholesale markets and on conservation 
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of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.  In doing so, the Commission identified how 
the effects of the Proposed Merger on each of the seven public interest factors would benefit or harm the 
public (including Pepco, District ratepayers, and the District community).  The Commission then used its 
findings to assess the transaction as a whole.  The Commission concluded that, taken as a whole, the 
transaction as proposed by Exelon and Pepco is not in the public interest. In a separate opinion, 
Commissioner Phillips concurred in part and dissented in part.
 
Exelon announced its purchase of PHI, the parent company of the Potomac Electric Power Company 
(“Pepco”), on April 30, 2014, and the application seeking a change of control was filed on June 18, 2014.  
Parties to the proceeding included the Office of the People’s Counsel, the District of Columbia 
Government, the Apartment and Office Building Association of Metropolitan Washington, D.C. Solar 
United Neighborhood, District of Columbia Water and Sewer Authority, the General Services 
Administration, GRID2.0 Working Group, and others.  Over 3,000 residents, non-profits and small 
businesses submitted written testimony on the merger, both in support and in opposition.  In addition, the 
Commission held four community hearings in which 178 participants submitted testimony.  Further, the 
Commission received comments from 26 Advisory Neighborhood Commissions and several members of 
the D.C. Council.
 
Chairman Kane stated, “The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus 
solely on providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses and 
institutions.  The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the merger would 
move us in the opposite direction.”
 
Commissioner Fort agreed, stating that “The Proposed Merger would diminish Pepco’s ability to directly 
raise issues that address the needs of District ratepayers while posing regulatory challenges for the 
Commission and the interested parties who participate in Commission proceedings.”
 
Commissioner Phillips stated, “I agree with my colleagues that the merger application as filed is a bad deal 
for the District.  However, I am disappointed in the loss of the many opportunities that could have achieved 
benefits for our local communities and across the region.”
 
In other jurisdictions, the application for the merger of PHI and Exelon has been approved, including 
Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. The only 
jurisdiction to deny the application is the District of Columbia.  Pepco and Exelon have 30 days to ask the 
Commission to reconsider its decision.
 
 

The Public Service Commission of  the District of  Columbia is an independent agency established by 
Congress in 1913 to regulate electric, natural gas, and telecommunications companies in the District of  

Columbia.
 

###

 
 

 
Update your subscriptions, modify your e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 
Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 
problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. All other inquiries can 
be directed to dcdocs@dc.gov.
This service is provided to you at no charge by the District of Columbia.

This message has been sent by the District of Columbia · Washington, D.C. 20004

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
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Subject: Fwd: Exelon/PHI Merger Decision-FC1119 8-25-15
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 2015 15:39:17 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWau4i6QUXn6DcPQTTHxAEpC0gQhPL6gvxA8mc=h3Nkpw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6ef9d300f09167dccc8e480967a9e936

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Office of the People's Counsel <info@opc-dc.gov>
Date: Tue, Aug 25, 2015 at 3:20 PM 
Subject: Exelon/PHI Merger Decision-FC1119 8-25-15 
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov

 
Having trouble viewing this email? Click here 

Office of the People's Counsel  

for the District of Columbia
 

1133 15th Street, NW, Suite 500 | Washington, DC 
20005
Phone: 202.727.3071 | Fax: 202.727.3071 | TTY/TDD: 202.727.2876

 
Sandra Mattavous-Frye, Peop le's Counsel

    
PRESS RELEASE

DC Consumers Come Out On Top
DC Public Service Commission Denies Exelon/Pepco Merger 
Application 

August 25, 2015 

(Washington, DC) Today was a historic day for the District of 
Columbia and its residents and consumers. The DC Public Service 
Commission voted to deny Exelon Corporation's application for 

 

 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

mailto:info@opc-dc.gov
mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
http://campaign.r20.constantcontact.com/render?ca=a73f0345-f8a2-4056-9ce0-6516eb412f01&c=5b17cd70-504c-11e3-b346-d4ae5275b1a5&ch=5c23e640-504c-11e3-b423-d4ae5275b1a5
http://visitor.r20.constantcontact.com/email.jsp?m=1103326742639
http://visitor.r20.constantcontact.com/email.jsp?m=1103326742639
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

acquisition of Pepco Holdings (PHI). Sandra Mattavous-Frye, the 
People's Counsel for the District of Columbia, stated that "I opposed 
this merger application because it failed to provide any meaningful 
benefits to DC consumers and today the DC Public Service 
Commission did what was in the best interest of DC ratepayers and 
denied this proposed merger. This is a watershed moment for the 
District as Pepco's local leadership and jobs that lead to the middle 
class remain in place and our established environmental agenda can 
be advanced."
  
"This decision recognizes that consumers' voices matter. It was 
distinguished by unprecedented public opposition, including the 
Office of the Attorney General, five members of the DC Council, 26 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions, the environmental community 
and a groundswell of public citizens. The common theme these 
stakeholders expressed was that the merger would not put 
consumers in a better position and that its approval included 
inherent risks," said the People's Counsel.
 
People's Counsel Sandra Mattavous-Frye stated that "we are at a 
critical juncture in the electric industry. Technology and public policy 
aimed at decreasing our carbon footprint and creating a cleaner 
environment require energy service providers to change their 
business models. The public is looking at policy and decision makers 
to make energy choices that benefit them and provide for a future 
that is environmentally sustainable, fair and equitable."
 
Pepco and Exelon have 30 days to ask the Commission to reconsider 
its decision. The Office of the People's Counsel for the District of 
Columbia will remain vigilant in protecting all DC ratepayers.  

 

 ###

 
  

  
  

The Of f ice of  the People's Counsel is the 
public advocate f or natural gas, electric 
and telecommunications ratepayers in 
the District of  Columbia. 

________________________
_________
1133 15th Street,  NW,  Suite  500 | Washington,  DC 
20005
Phone:  202.727.3071 | Fax:  202.727.1014 | TTY/TDD:  
202.727.2876
Website:  www.opc-dc.gov | Email:  ccceo@opc-dc.gov
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Subject: Exelon/PHI Merger Decision-FC1119 8-25-15
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 2015 15:20:21 -0400 (EDT)
From: Office of the People's Counsel <info@opc-dc.gov>
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
Message-ID:

<1122033806228.1103326742639.1225.0.191520JL.1002@scheduler.constantcontact.co
m>

MD5: a8ba700f9ecd3a5529926038ff2e989c

 
Having trouble viewing this email? Click here 

Office of the People's Counsel  

for the District of Columbia
 

1133 15th Street, NW, Suite 500 | Washington, DC 
20005
Phone: 202.727.3071 | Fax: 202.727.3071 | TTY/TDD: 202.727.2876

 
Sandra Mattavous-Frye, Peop le's Counsel

   
PRESS RELEASE

DC Consumers Come Out On Top
DC Public Service Commission Denies Exelon/Pepco Merger 
Application 

August 25, 2015 

(Washington, DC) Today was a historic day for the District of 
Columbia and its residents and consumers. The DC Public Service 
Commission voted to deny Exelon Corporation's application for 
acquisition of Pepco Holdings (PHI). Sandra Mattavous-Frye, the 
People's Counsel for the District of Columbia, stated that "I opposed 
this merger application because it failed to provide any meaningful 
benefits to DC consumers and today the DC Public Service 
Commission did what was in the best interest of DC ratepayers and 
denied this proposed merger. This is a watershed moment for the 
District as Pepco's local leadership and jobs that lead to the middle 
class remain in place and our established environmental agenda can 
be advanced."
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"This decision recognizes that consumers' voices matter. It was 
distinguished by unprecedented public opposition, including the 
Office of the Attorney General, five members of the DC Council, 26 
Advisory Neighborhood Commissions, the environmental community 
and a groundswell of public citizens. The common theme these 
stakeholders expressed was that the merger would not put 
consumers in a better position and that its approval included 
inherent risks," said the People's Counsel.
 
People's Counsel Sandra Mattavous-Frye stated that "we are at a 
critical juncture in the electric industry. Technology and public policy 
aimed at decreasing our carbon footprint and creating a cleaner 
environment require energy service providers to change their 
business models. The public is looking at policy and decision makers 
to make energy choices that benefit them and provide for a future 
that is environmentally sustainable, fair and equitable."
 
Pepco and Exelon have 30 days to ask the Commission to reconsider 
its decision. The Office of the People's Counsel for the District of 
Columbia will remain vigilant in protecting all DC ratepayers.  

 

 ###

 
  

  
  

The Of f ice of  the People's Counsel is the 
public advocate f or natural gas, electric 
and telecommunications ratepayers in 
the District of  Columbia. 

________________________
_________
1133 15th Street,  NW,  Suite  500 | Washington,  DC 
20005
Phone:  202.727.3071  | Fax:  202.727.1014  | TTY/TDD:  
202.727.2876
Website:  www.opc-dc.gov | Email:  ccceo@opc-dc.gov
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Subject: Fwd: Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application
Date: Tue, 25 Aug 2015 14:27:19 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVb9Su=O0MSGBoYptupEChmAHNit7KX5sxV0d22BpDxuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f359368c19171cde3e77e2406423babf

FYI.....This was an unexpected and unusual action by the DC PSC.  The commission made a decision base 
on "The 7 Public Interest Factors".  They determined there was no benefit to rate payers, and they had 
concerns they would end up in a  more complex regulatory structure  with Exelon in place. 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: DC Public Service Commission <dcdocs@dc.gov>
Date: Tue, Aug 25, 2015 at 2:15 PM 
Subject: Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application 
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov 

Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a Web page.

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street N.W., Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20005
202-626-5120

www.dcpsc.org

 
Press Release

 
For Immediate Release: August 25, 2015
 
Contact: Kellie Armstead Didigu, Media Relations Specialist
Email: kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
Office: 202-626-5124

 

Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application
 

(Washington, D.C.)  Today, the Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia (“Commission”) 
voted to deny an application for acquisition of Pepco Holdings, Inc. (PHI) by Exelon Corporation as not 
being in the public interest. In determining whether the Proposed Merger is in the public interest pursuant to 
D.C. Code §§ 34-504 and 34-1001, the Commission first considered the effect of the Proposed Merger 
transaction on each of the seven public interest factors.  This included the effects of the transaction on 
ratepayers and shareholders, on competition in the local retail and wholesale markets and on conservation 
of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.  In doing so, the Commission identified how 
the effects of the Proposed Merger on each of the seven public interest factors would benefit or harm the 
public (including Pepco, District ratepayers, and the District community).  The Commission then used its 
findings to assess the transaction as a whole.  The Commission concluded that, taken as a whole, the 
transaction as proposed by Exelon and Pepco is not in the public interest. In a separate opinion, 
Commissioner Phillips concurred in part and dissented in part.
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Exelon announced its purchase of PHI, the parent company of the Potomac Electric Power Company 
(“Pepco”), on April 30, 2014, and the application seeking a change of control was filed on June 18, 2014.  
Parties to the proceeding included the Office of the People’s Counsel, the District of Columbia 
Government, the Apartment and Office Building Association of Metropolitan Washington, D.C. Solar 
United Neighborhood, District of Columbia Water and Sewer Authority, the General Services 
Administration, GRID2.0 Working Group, and others.  Over 3,000 residents, non-profits and small 
businesses submitted written testimony on the merger, both in support and in opposition.  In addition, the 
Commission held four community hearings in which 178 participants submitted testimony.  Further, the 
Commission received comments from 26 Advisory Neighborhood Commissions and several members of 
the D.C. Council.
 
Chairman Kane stated, “The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus 
solely on providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses and 
institutions.  The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the merger would 
move us in the opposite direction.”
 
Commissioner Fort agreed, stating that “The Proposed Merger would diminish Pepco’s ability to directly 
raise issues that address the needs of District ratepayers while posing regulatory challenges for the 
Commission and the interested parties who participate in Commission proceedings.”
 
Commissioner Phillips stated, “I agree with my colleagues that the merger application as filed is a bad deal 
for the District.  However, I am disappointed in the loss of the many opportunities that could have achieved 
benefits for our local communities and across the region.”
 
In other jurisdictions, the application for the merger of PHI and Exelon has been approved, including 
Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. The only 
jurisdiction to deny the application is the District of Columbia.  Pepco and Exelon have 30 days to ask the 
Commission to reconsider its decision.
 
 

The Public Service Commission of  the District of  Columbia is an independent agency established by 
Congress in 1913 to regulate electric, natural gas, and telecommunications companies in the District of  

Columbia.
 

###

 
 

 
Update your subscriptions, modify your e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 
Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 
problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. All other inquiries can 
be directed to dcdocs@dc.gov.
This service is provided to you at no charge by the District of Columbia.

This message has been sent by the District of Columbia · Washington, D.C. 20004

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street N.W., Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20005
202-626-5120

www.dcpsc.org

 
Press Release

 
For Immediate Release: August 25, 2015
 
Contact: Kellie Armstead Didigu, Media Relations Specialist
Email: kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
Office: 202-626-5124

 

Commission Denies Pepco/Exelon Merger Application
 

(Washington, D.C.)  Today, the Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia (“Commission”) 
voted to deny an application for acquisition of Pepco Holdings, Inc. (PHI) by Exelon Corporation as not 
being in the public interest. In determining whether the Proposed Merger is in the public interest pursuant to 
D.C. Code §§ 34-504 and 34-1001, the Commission first considered the effect of the Proposed Merger 
transaction on each of the seven public interest factors.  This included the effects of the transaction on 
ratepayers and shareholders, on competition in the local retail and wholesale markets and on conservation 
of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.  In doing so, the Commission identified how 
the effects of the Proposed Merger on each of the seven public interest factors would benefit or harm the 
public (including Pepco, District ratepayers, and the District community).  The Commission then used its 
findings to assess the transaction as a whole.  The Commission concluded that, taken as a whole, the 
transaction as proposed by Exelon and Pepco is not in the public interest. In a separate opinion, 
Commissioner Phillips concurred in part and dissented in part.
 
Exelon announced its purchase of PHI, the parent company of the Potomac Electric Power Company 
(“Pepco”), on April 30, 2014, and the application seeking a change of control was filed on June 18, 2014.  
Parties to the proceeding included the Office of the People’s Counsel, the District of Columbia 
Government, the Apartment and Office Building Association of Metropolitan Washington, D.C. Solar 
United Neighborhood, District of Columbia Water and Sewer Authority, the General Services 
Administration, GRID2.0 Working Group, and others.  Over 3,000 residents, non-profits and small 
businesses submitted written testimony on the merger, both in support and in opposition.  In addition, the 
Commission held four community hearings in which 178 participants submitted testimony.  Further, the 
Commission received comments from 26 Advisory Neighborhood Commissions and several members of 
the D.C. Council.
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Chairman Kane stated, “The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus 
solely on providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses and 
institutions.  The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the merger would 
move us in the opposite direction.”
 
Commissioner Fort agreed, stating that “The Proposed Merger would diminish Pepco’s ability to directly 
raise issues that address the needs of District ratepayers while posing regulatory challenges for the 
Commission and the interested parties who participate in Commission proceedings.”
 
Commissioner Phillips stated, “I agree with my colleagues that the merger application as filed is a bad deal 
for the District.  However, I am disappointed in the loss of the many opportunities that could have achieved 
benefits for our local communities and across the region.”
 
In other jurisdictions, the application for the merger of PHI and Exelon has been approved, including 
Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. The only 
jurisdiction to deny the application is the District of Columbia.  Pepco and Exelon have 30 days to ask the 
Commission to reconsider its decision.
 
 

The Public Service Commission of  the District of  Columbia is an independent agency established by 
Congress in 1913 to regulate electric, natural gas, and telecommunications companies in the District of  

Columbia.
 

###

 
 

 
Update your subscriptions, modify your e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 
Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 
problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. All other inquiries can 
be directed to dcdocs@dc.gov.
This service is provided to you at no charge by the District of Columbia.

This message has been sent by the District of Columbia · Washington, D.C. 20004
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<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Dennis Goins <  Heather Cameron 
<heather.cameron@gsa.gov>,  John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
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We might hear today DC's decision on the Pepco/Exelon merger. 
 

http://wamu.org/news/15/08/25/will_the_dc_public_service_commission_sign_off_on_pepco_exelon
_merger

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
1325 G Street N.W., Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20005
202-626-5120

www.dcpsc.org

 
Media Advisory

 
 
For Immediate Release: August 21, 2015
 
Contact: Kellie Armstead Didigu, Media Relations Specialist
Email: kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
Office: 202-626-5124
 
Media interested in attending the Open Meeting are asked to RSVP to Kellie Armstead Didigu at 
202-626-5124 or kdidigu@psc.dc.gov.  
Media check-in will take place from 10:00 a.m. to 11:00 a.m.
 
 

Commission Will Make Decision on Pepco-Exelon Merger 
Application 

 
(WASHINGTON, D.C.) – On Tuesday, August 25, 2015 at 11:00 a.m. at an Open Meeting, the Public 
Service Commission of the District of Columbia (“Commission”) will make its decision in Formal Case 
No. 1119, In the Matter of Joint Application of Exelon Corporation, Pepco Holdings, Inc., Potomac Electric 
Power Company, Exelon Energy Delivery Company, LLC and New Special Purpose Entity, LLC for 
Authorization and Approval of Proposed Merger Transaction. The Commission will also decide on Formal 
Case No. 1102, In the Matter of the Investigation into the Continued Use of Verizon Washington, DC, 
Inc.’s Copper Infrastructure to Provide Telecommunications Services.  
 
The full agenda for the Open Meeting is posted on the Commission website at www.dcpsc.org  
 
WHEN:          
Tuesday, August 25, 2015 at 11:00 a.m.
 
WHO:      
The Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
Chairman Betty Ann Kane
Commissioner Joanne Doddy Fort
Commissioner Willie L. Phillips
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Update on the Status of the 
Exelon/Pepco Merger      

September 28, 2015

Today, Exelon and PHI filed an Application for 
Reconsideration of the Public Service 
Commission's decision denying their application 
to approve their proposed merger. People's 
Counsel Sandra Mattavous-Frye stated, "OPC will 
review the companies' Application to ensure that 
it meets the criteria established by the 
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Commission's rules and regulations." 

Separately, Mayor Muriel Bowser has announced 
that her administration is engaged in substantive 
discussions with the companies to address the 
Administration's concerns in a new application to 
be filed before the DC Public Service Commission 
("PSC"). 

"As People's Counsel, I am pleased that Exelon 
and Pepco have demonstrated that they have 
listened to OPC and the public regarding the need 
for real consumer benefits as reflected in the 
Public Service Commission's decision denying 
the current merger application. OPC agrees that 
"the most appropriate course of action to resolve 
shortcomings highlighted in the trial and public 
hearings is to file a new merger application," 
according to Ms. Mattavous-Frye. 

OPC, as the statutory advocate for District 
ratepayers, will continue to employ every effort to 
achieve optimal results for DC ratepayers, 
consistent with Mayor Bowser's stated objective 
"to position a healthy public utility to serve our 
residents and ratepayers in a cost effective, 
dependable and environmentally sound manner." 
  

 

 ###

 
  

The Off ice of  the People's Counsel
is the public advocate for natural gas, electric and 
telecommunications ratepayers in the District of  Columbia.  
_________________________________
1133 15th Street, NW, Suite 500 | Washington, DC 20005
Phone: 202.727.3071 | Fax: 202.727.1014 | TTY/TDD: 202.727.2876

Website: www.opc-dc.gov | Email: ccceo@opc-dc.gov
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Today, Exelon and PHI filed an Application for 
Reconsideration of the Public Service 
Commission's decision denying their application 
to approve their proposed merger. People's 
Counsel Sandra Mattavous-Frye stated, "OPC will 
review the companies' Application to ensure that 
it meets the criteria established by the 
Commission's rules and regulations." 

Separately, Mayor Muriel Bowser has announced 
that her administration is engaged in substantive 
discussions with the companies to address the 
Administration's concerns in a new application to 
be filed before the DC Public Service Commission 
("PSC"). 

"As People's Counsel, I am pleased that Exelon 
and Pepco have demonstrated that they have 
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listened to OPC and the public regarding the need 
for real consumer benefits as reflected in the 
Public Service Commission's decision denying the 
current merger application. OPC agrees that "the 
most appropriate course of action to resolve 
shortcomings highlighted in the trial and public 
hearings is to file a new merger application," 
according to Ms. Mattavous-Frye. 

OPC, as the statutory advocate for District 
ratepayers, will continue to employ every effort to 
achieve optimal results for DC ratepayers, 
consistent with Mayor Bowser's stated objective 
"to position a healthy public utility to serve our 
residents and ratepayers in a cost effective, 
dependable and environmentally sound manner." 
  

 

 ###

 
  

The Off ice of  the People's Counsel
is the public advocate for natural gas, electric and 
telecommunications ratepayers in the District of  Columbia.  
_________________________________
1133 15th Street, NW, Suite 500 | Washington, DC 20005
Phone: 202.727.3071 | Fax: 202.727.1014 | TTY/TDD: 202.727.2876
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SNL Portfolio Summary

Thursday, September 17, 2015

Top News

FERC proposes initial reforms to RTO/ISO price formation 
practices

9/17/2015 5:24 PM ET Indicating that more potential 
pricing reforms are on the way, FERC released for 
comment the f irst formal initiative to grow out of  a more 
than year-long ef fort to consider whether the price 
formation processes of  the energy and ancillary services 
markets operated by ISOs and RTOs need to be reformed.
Power dailies extend mixed moves amid choppy 
fundamentals

9/17/2015 4:19 PM ET Next-day power values in the U.S. 
continued to move in dif ferent directions Thursday, Sept. 
17, owing to jumbled demand forecasts and mixed to 
ultimately lower spot natural gas prices.

Referenced Companies: ETR EXC PCG SO 
Battery storage, REITs not transforming transmission 
business any time soon, AEP says

9/17/2015 1:48 PM ET New technologies, commodity 
price swings and novel corporate structures are not likely 
to have a signif icant impact on transmission investment 
decisions in the short term, an AEP executive said Sept. 
16.

Referenced Companies: AEP GXP HIFR 

Documents

PR: Bloomberg BNA And Nuclear Matters 
Hosting September 30 Event In Pittsburgh 
On The Role Of Nuclear Energy In The 
Region 9/17/2015

PR: Community, Business Leaders Voice 
Support for Pepco Holdings-Exelon 
Merger as Good for D.C. 9/17/2015

PR: Community, Business Leaders Voice 
Support for Pepco Holdings-Exelon 
Merger as Good for D.C. 9/17/2015

Research Reports

There are no recent research reports that 
match your settings.

Financials
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CONSUMER ALERT
 
Status of the Exelon/Pepco Merger
Following Commission Order Released on August 27, 2015
 

September 16, 2015 

On August 27, 2015, the Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia issued its 
decision regarding the proposed PHI-Exelon merger. After a thorough review of the merger 
application and the strong case presented by OPC and the other intervenors, the 
Commission found that the merger application, as filed, was not a good deal for DC 
residents. Some of the Commission's specific findings include:

l While shareholders were provided substantial benefits and payoffs, the merger proposal 
did not provide adequate benefits to ratepayers.

l
District residents could pay higher rates than they otherwise would pay because of PHI 
and Exelon's recovery of proposed merger costs;

l
The merger would produce a negative economic trend in the near future because job 
retention promises were limited to two-three years, after which time they could be e 
lifted by PHI and Pepco; and 

l
The proposed merger would not facilitate or have a beneficial effect on the 
Commission's ability to regulate the new utility effectively.

Now that a final decision has been made, the case has entered a period of review. First, PHI 
and Exelon can ask the Public Service Commission to reconsider its decision. The scope of 
reconsideration is narrow and must be based on claims that the PSC's decision contains 
legal errors or findings of fact that are unreasonable. PHI and Exelon have until September 
28, 2015 to file an application for reconsideration and the Commission will have an 
additional 30 days to grant or deny the application. If PHI and Exelon disagree with the 
Commission's decision on reconsideration; the companies can seek review of the 
Commission's decision at the District of Columbia Court of Appeals. Separately, they can 
refile another merger application with the Public Service Commission. 
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I want to personally thank the District residents who took time to attend one (or more) of 
the Commission's public interest hearings, or who contacted the Office's staff, or reached 
out to me personally to express their views on the merger. Your voices were loud and clear. 
Indeed, the Commission referenced the thousands of community comments it received 
concerning the merger in its order denying the merger application. 

The Office of the People's Counsel will continue to advocate on behalf of District utility 
consumers until all the issues in this case are fully resolved. As always, the Office will 
continue to work to ensure that the overwhelming voice of the community is heard.

 
 

The Of f ice of  the People's Counsel is the public advocate for natural gas, electric and 
telecommunications ratepayers in the District of  Columbia.   
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Cc: Maurice Thompson - IPC <maurice.thompson@gsa.gov>,  Bernard Ellsworth - IPOB 
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Yes,  the company's record is anti-renewable energy  (because of competition concerns).  We made 
several proposals to the company as part of settlement discussions, these proposal were at were of 
interest to us (all renewable), but the company  did not want to commit with us or other participants.  In 
the end their lack of interest on implementing solar projects in DC killed the deal. 
 

It was a poor move in their part-- they lost a multi billion  business opportunity for not wanting to 
humor small investment in solar projects in DC.

On Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 1:27 PM, Carlos Aguilar - IPS-C <carlos.aguilar@gsa.gov> wrote:

So the issue was no support for the renewable energy effort and basically creating a monopoly in the 
mid atlantic area. 

Thank you

Carlos A. Aguilar

Technical Project Manager, Building and Energy Systems 

Public Buildings Information Technology Services

Center for Programs & Strategy (IPS-C)

U.S. General Services Administration

Office (202) 208-0185

Cell 

Fax (202) 208-2849

U.S. General Services Administration

1800 F Street NW, Suite 1300-2

Washington, DC  20006

On Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 12:55 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

One case completed a few more to go!  The merger case we had been working for about a year.

http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/08/26/3695037/exelon-pepco-
merger/?utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=cptop3

CLIMATE
The Inside Story Of How D.C. Blew Up A $6.8 Billion Utility Merger Over Renewable Energy
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CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.
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Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
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the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at 
a time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
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It is our pleasure!  It was a good case and we were able to maneuver and represent the interest of GSA 
customers.   
 

On Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 1:26 PM, Bernard Ellsworth - IPOB <bernard.ellsworth@gsa.gov> wrote:

Cool, thank you for being apart of that!

Bernard Ellsworth, GWCPM, ITIL®v3 

IT Specialist

Center for Software Quality and Security (IPOB)

U.S. General Services Administration

(w) (202) 501-9085

(c) 

I can also be reached through: Google Chat

*Please note, if you are responding to a Serena request please make sure you include the EQP e-mail 
address in the response. (Thank you)

Check us out at one of these Websites:

EQP - CM Team (CMLIBPBS@gsa.gov).  

ESC - accessible only to those who have ENT Access

 

On Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 12:55 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

One case completed a few more to go!  The merger case we had been working for about a year.
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CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.
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In a move that shocked both industry observers and grassroots clean energy advocates, the 
Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
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interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
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District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at a 
time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
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That and the political issue with using renewable energy such as solar, wind, etc.... 
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On Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 1:27 PM, Carlos Aguilar - IPS-C <carlos.aguilar@gsa.gov> wrote:

So the issue was no support for the renewable energy effort and basically creating a monopoly in the 
mid atlantic area. 

Thank you

Carlos A. Aguilar

Technical Project Manager, Building and Energy Systems 
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Washington, DC  20006

On Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 12:55 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 

One case completed a few more to go!  The merger case we had been working for about a year.
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CLIMATE
The Inside Story Of How D.C. Blew Up A $6.8 Billion Utility Merger Over Renewable Energy
BY RYAN KORONOWSKI  AUG 26, 2015 1:05PM

CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.
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In a move that shocked both industry observers and grassroots clean energy advocates, the 
Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
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opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at 
a time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
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want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
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So the issue was no support for the renewable energy effort and basically creating a monopoly in the 
mid atlantic area.  
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On Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 12:55 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

One case completed a few more to go!  The merger case we had been working for about a year.
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CLIMATE
The Inside Story Of How D.C. Blew Up A $6.8 Billion Utility Merger Over Renewable Energy
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CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.
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In a move that shocked both industry observers and grassroots clean energy advocates, the 
Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
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Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at 
a time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
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energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
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One case completed a few more to go!  The merger case we had been working for about a year.
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CLIMATE
The Inside Story Of How D.C. Blew Up A $6.8 Billion Utility Merger Over Renewable Energy
BY RYAN KORONOWSKI  AUG 26, 2015 1:05PM

CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.
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In a move that shocked both industry observers and grassroots clean energy advocates, the 
Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
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Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at 
a time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
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from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
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CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.
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In a move that shocked both industry observers and grassroots clean energy advocates, the 
Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
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energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at 
a time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
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Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
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Subject: Inside story: How clean energy activists blew up Exelon-Pepco merger
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 2015 11:11:29 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Diana Vaughan - 5P2M <diana.vaughan@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXGwFrexK+nig24gJRThfEyZH8G6fYQAqUiyUpS5Q2kXA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b19a1536c51c1db30757ed33ce8635c7

Hi Diana, 

We mentioned to you earlier this week that the Exelon/Pepco merger was not approve by the DC 
Public Service Commission.

We represented the consumer interest of the Federal Executive facilities in DC and we were active 
participants in the case.  Our main interest on this case was to ensure that if the merger got approve 
the new company would provide enough incentives to implement Distributed Generation projects 
(including solar)  in DC.

The article below is a good summary of why the DC commission denied their merger request.

Good weather today lets see if we can schedule a walk!

regards

Lariza

http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/08/26/3695037/exelon-pepco-
merger/?utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=cptop3

CLIMATE
The Inside Story Of How D.C. Blew Up A $6.8 Billion Utility Merger Over Renewable Energy
BY RYAN KORONOWSKI  AUG 26, 2015 1:05PM

CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.

Share232
Tweet101
In a move that shocked both industry observers and grassroots clean energy advocates, the 
Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
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“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at 
a time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
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District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for the 
District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
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CLIMATE
The Inside Story Of How D.C. Blew Up A $6.8 Billion Utility Merger Over Renewable Energy
BY RYAN KORONOWSKI  AUG 26, 2015 1:05PM

CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.
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In a move that shocked both industry observers and grassroots clean energy advocates, the 
Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
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“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at 
a time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
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Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
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Subject: Re: Inside story: How clean energy activists blew up Exelon-Pepco merger
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 2015 08:52:58 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<   Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - 
LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve3GYGB0HJQq28kTFvOkyfF+TEGMXe7MfynY6E6xoayYbg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 484c834fc4a9c4fc7d41cd0310899883

Heather, 
 

Thank you.  I am still surprised at the ruling.  

Ken

On Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 8:30 AM, Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov> wrote:

Not sure if you all saw this article or not.

Heather R. Cameron

Senior Assistant General Counsel

Real Property Division (LR)

General Services Administration

1800 F Street, NW

Room 2007A 

Washington, DC 20405

(202) 501-0529

(cell)

(202) 501-1944 fax

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This email message and any attachments to this email message may contain confidential information belonging to the 
sender which is legally privileged.  The information is intended for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is 
addressed.  Please do not forward this message without permission.  If you are not the intended recipient or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If 
you have received this transmission in error, please notify us immediately by telephone or return email and destroy the 
original email message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.
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From: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org>
Date: Wed, Aug 26, 2015 at 5:50 PM 
Subject: Inside story: How clean energy activists blew up Exelon-Pepco merger 
To: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org> 
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CLIMATE
The Inside Story Of How D.C. Blew Up A $6.8 Billion Utility Merger Over Renewable Energy
BY RYAN KORONOWSKI  AUG 26, 2015 1:05PM

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

mailto:heather.cameron@gsa.gov
mailto:mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org
mailto:mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org
http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/08/26/3695037/exelon-pepco-merger/?utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=cptop3
http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/08/26/3695037/exelon-pepco-merger/?utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=cptop3
http://thinkprogress.org/?person=rkoronowski
https://twitter.com/intent/user?screen_name=koronet
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.
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Tweet101
In a move that shocked both industry observers and grassroots clean energy advocates, the 
Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
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The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at 
a time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
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that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
TAGS 

l DC

l Exelon

l Pepco

l Renewable Energy

l Utilities

l Washington

--

Mike Tidwell

Director

Chesapeake Climate Action Network

240-460-5838
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Subject: Re: Fwd: DC MEDSIS (FC1130) Follow Up
Date: Wed, 12 Aug 2015 10:50:31 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 <kyle.ragan@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVjvhCyLaheeJSCdaBL0-bS02qRfp+47W8FoHxHvq2FjA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2944b9a982a907a118131097d990d943

Hi Kyle, 
 

how are you?  I have been trying to respond to you since last Friday.  We were on final stages on the 
PECO case in PA, and we finally got through with settlement discussions.

It would be great to meet with DDOE regulatory group.  Lets try to set up something for next week.

What days are you in our building?

Lariza

On Fri, Aug 7, 2015 at 11:16 AM, Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 <kyle.ragan@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hey lariza, 
Things are going well at DC, I have been doing a lot of work helping to pull information 
together for DDOE to submit comments on Order No. 17912. It would be great to be kept in the 
loop of what cases you are working on. I know the regulatory folks at DDOE would be 
interested in meeting to talk about each others thoughts on Order 17912 and other thoughts in 
general. If you let me know some times that you have open next week I can set up 
 

On Aug 6, 2015 10:26 AM, "Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Kyle,

I hope you are enjoying the summer.  How is your new rotation going?  

We are in final stages on some of the cases we started last year (Exelon.Pepco merger, PECO etc...), and 
there are a number of new cases developing.

If you are interested we would like to keep you in the loop and when your schedule allows you are 
welcome to participate on external meetings.

I was on leave last week, and got back on Monday.  This meeting invite was short notice (you are 
welcome to join us), but there will be many more regarding Order  No.17912.

Let me know if  this is of interest to you and if you would like to be involve in this order.

I look forward to hearing form you.

Lariza
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Subject: Re: Fwd: DC MEDSIS (FC1130) Follow Up
Date: Wed, 12 Aug 2015 10:56:04 -0400
From: Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 <kyle.ragan@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+aoPS6wd2-yYUMjYeD3wugYg0h8TrcFNUKfJ-2=U=dEJvziPw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 900e40921b49496bf9fcbae4cae467b3

I am working out of the DDOE office in NOMA but it shouldn't be a big deal for us to come over to 18F.  
 

On Wed, Aug 12, 2015 at 10:50 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Kyle,

how are you?  I have been trying to respond to you since last Friday.  We were on final stages on the 
PECO case in PA, and we finally got through with settlement discussions.

It would be great to meet with DDOE regulatory group.  Lets try to set up something for next week.

What days are you in our building?

Lariza

On Fri, Aug 7, 2015 at 11:16 AM, Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 <kyle.ragan@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Hey lariza, 
Things are going well at DC, I have been doing a lot of work helping to pull information 
together for DDOE to submit comments on Order No. 17912. It would be great to be kept in the 
loop of what cases you are working on. I know the regulatory folks at DDOE would be 
interested in meeting to talk about each others thoughts on Order 17912 and other thoughts in 
general. If you let me know some times that you have open next week I can set up 
 

On Aug 6, 2015 10:26 AM, "Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Kyle,

I hope you are enjoying the summer.  How is your new rotation going?  

We are in final stages on some of the cases we started last year (Exelon.Pepco merger, PECO etc...), and 
there are a number of new cases developing.

If you are interested we would like to keep you in the loop and when your schedule allows you are 
welcome to participate on external meetings.

I was on leave last week, and got back on Monday.  This meeting invite was short notice (you are 
welcome to join us), but there will be many more regarding Order  No.17912.

Let me know if  this is of interest to you and if you would like to be involve in this order.
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Subject: Commission Will Make Decision on Pepco-Exelon Merger Application
Date: Fri, 21 Aug 2015 17:48:54 -0400
From: "Didigu, Kellie (PSC)" <kdidigu@psc.dc.gov>
To: "Didigu, Kellie (PSC)" <kdidigu@psc.dc.gov>
Message-ID: <B5AB1E74F457ED4C8190550DF082C6200AED916D3E@CWM-EX-MBC-2.dcgov.priv>
MD5: b4bbfadda071c198cbdf1476eae7c378

 

 
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia

1325 G Street N.W., Suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20005

202-626-5120
www.dcpsc.org

 
Media Advisory

 

 

For Immediate Release: August 21, 2015

 

Contact: Kellie Armstead Didigu, Media Relations Specialist

Email: kdidigu@psc.dc.gov

Office: 202-626-5124

 

Media interested in attending the Open Meeting are asked to RSVP to Kellie Armstead 
Didigu at 202-626-5124 or kdidigu@psc.dc.gov.  

Media check-in will take place from 10:00 a.m. to 11:00 a.m.

 

 

Commission Will Make Decision on Pepco-Exelon Merger 
Application 

 

(WASHINGTON, D.C.) – On Tuesday, August 25, 2015 at 11:00 a.m. at an Open Meeting, the 
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia (“Commission”) will make its decision in 
Formal Case No. 1119, In the Matter of Joint Application of Exelon Corporation, Pepco 
Holdings, Inc., Potomac Electric Power Company, Exelon Energy Delivery Company, LLC and 
New Special Purpose Entity, LLC for Authorization and Approval of Proposed Merger 
Transaction. The Commission will also decide on Formal Case No. 1102, In the Matter of the 
Investigation into the Continued Use of Verizon Washington, DC, Inc.’s Copper Infrastructure to 
Provide Telecommunications Services.  

 

The full agenda for the Open Meeting is posted on the Commission website at www.dcpsc.org  

 

WHEN:          

Tuesday, August 25, 2015 at 11:00 a.m.
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WHO:      

The Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 

Chairman Betty Ann Kane

Commissioner Joanne Doddy Fort

Commissioner Willie L. Phillips

 

WHERE:       

1325 G Street N.W., Suite 800

*Closest Metro Station: Metro Center*

The Commission will live stream the meeting on the website at www.dcpsc.org and on the PSC 
mobile app. 

 

The Public Service Commission of  the District of  Columbia is an independent agency established 
by Congress in 1913 to regulate electric, natural gas, and telecommunications companies in the 

District of  Columbia.

 

###

 
 

 

 

Kellie Armstead Didigu 
Media Relations Specialist 
Office of Consumer Services

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
1325 G Street N.W. Suite 800 | Washington, D.C. 20005 
202-626-5124 Office | 202-626-9210 fax 
kdidigu@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org
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Subject: Fwd: Commission Order No. 17947
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 2015 15:09:31 -0500
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <   Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>,  
Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAJR8MYsB34tQUk8DP4p-5+uFzU4fkisZm7weAAJ_ah3Nyf8FuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ed9785a62ef99542ff5e397b9ffc8244
Attachments: orderno_17947_FC1119 (1).pdf 

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Carmen (PSC) <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>
Date: Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 3:07 PM 
Subject: Commission Order No. 17947 
To: "abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com" <abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com>, 
"bgreene@greenehurlocker.com" <bgreene@greenehurlocker.com>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "carolyn@carolynelefant.com" <carolyn@carolynelefant.com>, 
"charak@nclc.org" <charak@nclc.org>, " <
"ffrancis@aoba-metro.org" <ffrancis@aoba-metro.org>, "jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com" 
<jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com>, "kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com" 
<kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com>, "ldaniels@opc-dc.gov" <ldaniels@opc-dc.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "  <  
"nancy.white@squirepb.com" <nancy.white@squirepb.com>, "owein@nclc.org" <owein@nclc.org>, 
"randy.hayman@dcwater.com" <randy.hayman@dcwater.com>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" 
<RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, "Richard Lorenzo (rlorenzo@loeb.com)" <rlorenzo@loeb.com> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Ahern, Veronica (PSC)" 
<vahern@psc.dc.gov>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, "Herskovitz, Richard (PSC)" 
<RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov>, "Berry, Craig (PSC)" <cberry@psc.dc.gov>, "Shelley, Naza (PSC)" 
<Naza.Shelley@dc.gov>, "Didigu, Kellie (PSC)" <kdidigu@psc.dc.gov>, "Smith, Maurice (PSC)" 
<msmith@psc.dc.gov> 

 

All Parties,

Attached please find Commission Order No. 17947, issued in FC 1119, dated August 27, 2015.

 

Thank you,

 

Carmen Davis

Regulatory Docket Manager 
Office of the Commission Secretary 
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
1325 G Street N.W. Suite 800 | Washington, D.C. 20005 
202-626-5101 Office | 202-393-1389 Fax 
cdavis@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org  

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this electronic message and any attachments to this 
message are intended for the exclusive use of  the addressee(s) because the message (and any attachments) may 
contain conf idential or privileged information. If  you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender 
immediately and destroy all copies of  this message and any attachments.  

 

 

 

From: Davis, Carmen (PS C ) 
Sent: Wednesday, A ugust 26, 2015 8:03 PM 
T o: 'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'; 'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'; Caldwell, Brian (OA G ); 
'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'; 'charak@nclc.org';  'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'; 
'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'; 'kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com'; 'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'; 
'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov';  'nancy.white@squirepb.com'; 'owein@nclc.org'; 
'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'; Beverly, Richard (PS C ); Richard L orenzo (rlorenzo@loeb.com) 
C c: Westbrook, Brinda (PS C ); A hern, V eronica (PS C ); Beverly, Richard (PS C ); Herskovitz, Richard (PS C ); Berry, 
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C raig (PS C ); Shelley, Naza (PS C ); Didigu, K ellie (PS C ) 
Subject: Notice regarding the Commission's Order in F C 1119

 

All,

 

Please be advised that the Commission's Order in FC 1119 will be posted on its website on 
Thursday, August 27, 2015.  We apologize for any inconvenience.
 
Thank you,
 

Carmen Davis

Regulatory Docket Manager 
Office of the Commission Secretary 
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
1325 G Street N.W. Suite 800 | Washington, D.C. 20005 
202-626-5101 Office | 202-393-1389 Fax 
cdavis@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org  

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this electronic message and any attachments to this 
message are intended for the exclusive use of  the addressee(s) because the message (and any attachments) may 
contain conf idential or privileged information. If  you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender 
immediately and destroy all copies of  this message and any attachments.  

 

 

 

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee 
unless otherwise
indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to 
requesting or receiving the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental 
impressions and work product of the attorney. Disclosure to third parties by anyone 
other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the attorney/client 
privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.
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Shutika - PMAA (ken.shutika@gsa.gov)" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "cpotter@aoc.gov" 
<cpotter@aoc.gov>, "Howley, John (PSC)" <jhowley@psc.dc.gov> 

(202) 626-5108 – Jorge

 

Agenda (Note: The topics below are not representative of what DCPSC intends to pursue, the topics below are 
intended to foster discussion and exploration of methods that could modernize the energy delivery/consumption 
in the District of Columbia)

1) MEDSIS Update (psc)

2) Current CHP Status; What are the current barriers and how to overcome (gsa, aoc)

a) Interconnection

b) Public Right of Way

c) Ability for WGL to provide firm capacity

d) Sustainable Business Model, economic analysis

e) Electric Company Status

1) Articulating Value of District Energy (modernizing with old technology?) (all)

a) Reliability

b) Efficiency

c) Cost-Effectiveness

d) Interactivity

1) Site Identification for possible deployment of enabling technologies – enough of paper 
studies, where’s the hardware? (all)

2) Procedural Concerns (psc)
3)

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--
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Subject: Fwd: Service Copy - Joint Applicants' Initial Brief
Date: Thu, 14 Jan 2016 14:53:09 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWifOeDWjka_upWena2Tw2837fZXtAMNZJT-NBdfbB62Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b464dd3d73c66e32e482f104aaf75e7b
Attachments: FC 1119 Initial Brief FINAL Full Set 5-13-15.pdf 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, May 13, 2015 at 3:33 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Service Copy - Joint Applicants' Initial Brief 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Nicole Travers <ntravers@loeb.com>
Date: Wed, May 13, 2015 at 2:32 PM 
Subject: Service Copy - Joint Applicants' Initial Brief 
To: "ffrancis@aoba-metro.org" <ffrancis@aoba-metro.org>, "revilohill@verizon.net" 
<revilohill@verizon.net>, "smfrye@opc-dc.gov" <smfrye@opc-dc.gov>, "ldaniels@opc-dc.gov" 
<ldaniels@opc-dc.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "
< "owein@nclc.org" <owein@nclc.org>, "charak@nclc.org" 
<charak@nclc.org>, "abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com" <abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com>, 
"Cortney.Madea@nrgenergy.com" <Cortney.Madea@nrgenergy.com>, "brian.caldwell@dc.gov" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "amy.mcdonnell@dc.gov" <amy.mcdonnell@dc.gov>, 
"jpc@duncanallen.com" <jpc@duncanallen.com>, "bgreene@GreeneHurlocker.com" 
<bgreene@greenehurlocker.com>, "nancy.white@squirepb.com" <nancy.white@squirepb.com>, 
"randy.hayman@dcwater.com" <randy.hayman@dcwater.com>, "
<  "anya.schoolman@gmail.com" <anya.schoolman@gmail.com>, 
"jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com" <jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com>, 
"carolyn@carolynelefant.com" <carolyn@carolynelefant.com>, "ccprories@gmail.com" 
<ccprories@gmail.com>, "randall.speck@kayescholer.com" <randall.speck@kayescholer.com> 
Cc: Richard Lorenzo <rlorenzo@loeb.com>, Ted Duver <tduver@loeb.com> 

All, please find attached a service copy of Joint Applicants’ Initial Brief in this proceeding.

 

Please let us know if anyone has any questions, and thank you.

Nicole Travers
Attorney At Law

901 New York Avenue NW, Suite 300 East | Washington, DC 20001
Direct Dial: 202.618.5030 | Fax: 202.478.2123 | E-mail: ntravers@loeb.com

Los Angeles | New York | Chicago | Nashville | Washington, DC | Beijing | Hong Kong | www.loeb.com 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail transmission, and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages 
attached to it may contain confidential information that is legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, 
or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of any of the information contained in or attached to this transmission is STRICTLY 
PROHIBITED. If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately notify the sender. Please destroy 
the original transmission and its attachments without reading or saving in any manner. Thank you, Loeb & Loeb 

LLP. 

 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

mailto:leonard.lucas@gsa.gov
mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
mailto:ntravers@loeb.com
mailto:ffrancis@aoba-metro.org
mailto:ffrancis@aoba-metro.org
mailto:revilohill@verizon.net
mailto:revilohill@verizon.net
mailto:smfrye@opc-dc.gov
mailto:smfrye@opc-dc.gov
mailto:leonard.lucas@gsa.gov
mailto:owein@nclc.org
mailto:owein@nclc.org
mailto:abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com
mailto:Cortney.Madea@nrgenergy.com
mailto:Cortney.Madea@nrgenergy.com
mailto:brian.caldwell@dc.gov
mailto:brian.caldwell@dc.gov
mailto:amy.mcdonnell@dc.gov
mailto:amy.mcdonnell@dc.gov
mailto:jpc@duncanallen.com
mailto:jpc@duncanallen.com
mailto:bgreene@greenehurlocker.com
mailto:nancy.white@squirepb.com
mailto:randy.hayman@dcwater.com
mailto:anya.schoolman@gmail.com
mailto:jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com
mailto:carolyn@carolynelefant.com
mailto:carolyn@carolynelefant.com
mailto:ccprories@gmail.com
mailto:ccprories@gmail.com
mailto:randall.speck@kayescholer.com
mailto:randall.speck@kayescholer.com
mailto:rlorenzo@loeb.com
mailto:tduver@loeb.com
http://www.loeb.com/
mailto:ntravers@loeb.com
http://www.loeb.com
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Critics: PSC commissioner should have skipped Exelon merger vote
Date: Mon, 29 Jun 2015 08:29:32 -0400
From: Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<   Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - 
LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFek1VTSnZFvj6U8_HQp6Emvf2EYn=0vM11GEFJv2hAFXPyBtQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 620334cdd89b05bc3c9d31b579279ca9

Interesting... 
 

Heather R. Cameron

Senior Assistant General Counsel

Real Property Division (LR)

General Services Administration

1800 F Street, NW

Room 2007A 

Washington, DC 20405

(202) 501-0529

(cell)

(202) 501-1944 fax

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This email message and any attachments to this email message may contain confidential information belonging to the 
sender which is legally privileged.  The information is intended for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is 
addressed.  Please do not forward this message without permission.  If you are not the intended recipient or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If 
you have received this transmission in error, please notify us immediately by telephone or return email and destroy the 
original email message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org>
Date: Sun, Jun 28, 2015 at 10:12 PM 
Subject: Critics: PSC commissioner should have skipped Exelon merger vote 
To: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org> 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/md-politics/advocates-md-utilities-commissioner-
shouldve-skipped-pepco-exelon-vote/2015/06/26/4a532150-16bc-11e5-9518-
f9e0a8959f32_story.html

Advocates: Md. utilities 
commissioner should’ve 
skipped Pepco-Exelon 
vote
By Josh Hicks June 26
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Environmental advocates are questioning the hiring of a former Maryland 
utilities commissioner by an industry-backed nonprofit group days after she 
cast the deciding vote in the controversial Pepco-Exelon merger.

The Alliance to Save Energy offered then-Public Service Commission member 
Kelly Speakes-Backman a $200,000-a-year job as a senior vice president on 
May 18, three days after she voted in favor of an acquisition that would make 
Chicago-based Exelon one of the largest utilities in the nation.

The deal, approved 3 to 2, is being challenged in court by the Maryland Office 
of People’s Counsel and at least three advocacy groups, one of which cited the 
hiring of Speakes-Backman among its concerns.

Speakes-Backman said that “there’s no connection there whatsoever” between 
her vote and her new job, adding that her experience and qualifications -  
including more than 20 years working on energy issues -  helped her land the 
position.

“I followed the evidence in front of me,” she said of her vote to approve the 
merger.

Critics say they are uneasy because Exelon is one of many energy companies 
that help bankroll the Alliance and because one of Exelon’s top executives, 
William Von Hoene, is a vice chairman of the Alliance.

Exelon contributed $35,000 to the Alliance last year, or about 0.5 percent of 
its total revenue for that period. In 2013, Exelon donated $90,000, or roughly 
1 percent of the organization’s total revenue for that year. Additionally, Von 
Hoene has provided at least $5,000 annually since 2012.

Speakes-Backman, who was paid $136,000 a year at the commission, applied 
for a job with the Alliance in February after the appointments secretary for 
Gov. Larry Hogan (R) told her that the governor planned to replace her on the 
panel.

Her term had expired in 2014, but Hogan postponed replacing her until after 
the May 15 merger vote to avoid disrupting the commission’s decision-making 
process, said Erin Montgomery, a spokeswoman for the governor.

Speakes-Backman applied to be the Alliance’s senior vice president of policy 
and research on Feb. 26 and interviewed twice for the position in March. She 
said she discovered Exelon’s connection to the Alliance after the second 
interview and decided not to have further discussions with the group because 
of the approaching vote.

[The giant reach of  the Pepco-Exelon merger]

The board approved the merger on a Friday. Later that day, Speakes-Backman 
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called the Alliance and said she was still interested in the job. They sent her an 
offer the following Monday.

Government-accountability groups called the sequence of events problematic. 
“It’s a conflict of interest to make a regulatory decision that impacts a 
company at the same time that you’re negotiating employment with an 
organization that’s affiliated with the company,” said Tyson Slocum of Public 
Citizen, one of the groups challenging the merger in court. “She should have 
recused herself the minute she entered into employment negotiations.”

Speakes-Backman said: “There was no conflict of interest. I had not decided 
where I wanted to go next during the course of the hearings and was still 
considering different options in the energy field. My full obligation at that time 
was to the commission, and to the governor, to stay through the decision of 
the merger as they requested.”

The section of Maryland code that deals with ethics for Public Service 
Commission members does not appear to directly address whether she should 
have abstained from voting.

Robert Erwin, general counsel for the commission, declined to discuss the 
matter, saying that the issue is being reviewed by the Circuit Court and that 
the commission does not comment on pending litigation.

The Alliance said it was “committed to full transparency” about its hiring 
decision, volunteering the amount of Exelon’s donations, e-mails relating to 
the hire, interview dates and the offer letter.

Kateri Callahan, president of the Alliance, said her group chose Speakes-
Backman because “by a wide margin, she had the best credentials and most 
experience among all the candidates.”

--

Mike Tidwell

Director

Chesapeake Climate Action Network

240-460-5838
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Subject: Re: Critics: PSC commissioner should have skipped Exelon merger vote
Date: Mon, 29 Jun 2015 09:01:38 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR 

<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Leonardv 
Lucas (LR)" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Dennis Goins <

Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVozEVPo1QLFu3vw50ORYQQ7eM4FMJcib_X7aYivEDZUw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: df18527046527104ced5f467f928c632

Heather, 

Thank you for the note.  It is interesting that she expects people to believe that there is not connection 
between her vote to approve the merger and a $200k per year job offer to be a senior vice president --
 her vote to approve the merger was her job interview.   

This is a conflict of interest, and a problem with the way the industry is regulated.  Rules should be in 
place where if you become a utility regulator you should not be allow to work for a utility at least for a 
few years after leaving or retiring from a commissioner position.

Lariza

On Mon, Jun 29, 2015 at 8:29 AM, Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov> wrote:

Interesting...

Heather R. Cameron

Senior Assistant General Counsel

Real Property Division (LR)

General Services Administration

1800 F Street, NW

Room 2007A 

Washington, DC 20405

(202) 501-0529

(cell)

(202) 501-1944 fax

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This email message and any attachments to this email message may contain confidential information belonging to the 
sender which is legally privileged.  The information is intended for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is 
addressed.  Please do not forward this message without permission.  If you are not the intended recipient or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If 
you have received this transmission in error, please notify us immediately by telephone or return email and destroy the 
original email message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org>
Date: Sun, Jun 28, 2015 at 10:12 PM 
Subject: Critics: PSC commissioner should have skipped Exelon merger vote 
To: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org> 
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http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/md-politics/advocates-md-utilities-commissioner-
shouldve-skipped-pepco-exelon-vote/2015/06/26/4a532150-16bc-11e5-9518-
f9e0a8959f32_story.html

Advocates: Md. utilities 
commissioner should’ve 
skipped Pepco-Exelon 
vote
By Josh Hicks June 26

Environmental advocates are questioning the hiring of a former Maryland 
utilities commissioner by an industry-backed nonprofit group days after she 
cast the deciding vote in the controversial Pepco-Exelon merger.

The Alliance to Save Energy offered then-Public Service Commission member 
Kelly Speakes-Backman a $200,000-a-year job as a senior vice president on 
May 18, three days after she voted in favor of an acquisition that would make 
Chicago-based Exelon one of the largest utilities in the nation.

The deal, approved 3 to 2, is being challenged in court by the Maryland Office 
of People’s Counsel and at least three advocacy groups, one of which cited the 
hiring of Speakes-Backman among its concerns.

Speakes-Backman said that “there’s no connection there whatsoever” between 
her vote and her new job, adding that her experience and qualifications -  
including more than 20 years working on energy issues -  helped her land the 
position.

“I followed the evidence in front of me,” she said of her vote to approve the 
merger.

Critics say they are uneasy because Exelon is one of many energy companies 
that help bankroll the Alliance and because one of Exelon’s top executives, 
William Von Hoene, is a vice chairman of the Alliance.

Exelon contributed $35,000 to the Alliance last year, or about 0.5 percent of 
its total revenue for that period. In 2013, Exelon donated $90,000, or roughly 
1 percent of the organization’s total revenue for that year. Additionally, Von 
Hoene has provided at least $5,000 annually since 2012.

Speakes-Backman, who was paid $136,000 a year at the commission, applied 
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for a job with the Alliance in February after the appointments secretary for 
Gov. Larry Hogan (R) told her that the governor planned to replace her on the 
panel.

Her term had expired in 2014, but Hogan postponed replacing her until after 
the May 15 merger vote to avoid disrupting the commission’s decision-making 
process, said Erin Montgomery, a spokeswoman for the governor.

Speakes-Backman applied to be the Alliance’s senior vice president of policy 
and research on Feb. 26 and interviewed twice for the position in March. She 
said she discovered Exelon’s connection to the Alliance after the second 
interview and decided not to have further discussions with the group because 
of the approaching vote.

[The giant reach of  the Pepco-Exelon merger]

The board approved the merger on a Friday. Later that day, Speakes-Backman 
called the Alliance and said she was still interested in the job. They sent her an 
offer the following Monday.

Government-accountability groups called the sequence of events problematic. 
“It’s a conflict of interest to make a regulatory decision that impacts a 
company at the same time that you’re negotiating employment with an 
organization that’s affiliated with the company,” said Tyson Slocum of Public 
Citizen, one of the groups challenging the merger in court. “She should have 
recused herself the minute she entered into employment negotiations.”

Speakes-Backman said: “There was no conflict of interest. I had not decided 
where I wanted to go next during the course of the hearings and was still 
considering different options in the energy field. My full obligation at that time 
was to the commission, and to the governor, to stay through the decision of 
the merger as they requested.”

The section of Maryland code that deals with ethics for Public Service 
Commission members does not appear to directly address whether she should 
have abstained from voting.

Robert Erwin, general counsel for the commission, declined to discuss the 
matter, saying that the issue is being reviewed by the Circuit Court and that 
the commission does not comment on pending litigation.

The Alliance said it was “committed to full transparency” about its hiring 
decision, volunteering the amount of Exelon’s donations, e-mails relating to 
the hire, interview dates and the offer letter.

Kateri Callahan, president of the Alliance, said her group chose Speakes-
Backman because “by a wide margin, she had the best credentials and most 
experience among all the candidates.”

--
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Subject: Fwd: Exelon files at FERC
Date: Thu, 14 Jan 2016 14:48:41 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Claire O'Donnell - LR" 

<claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>
Bcc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXMFw4LVgy=BL-M=hsu_FivyihGD1RAhMa40hmpyWxTFg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: fcdf23f3bfb9010fe79d33c11065ef9f
Attachments: Exelon-Pepco-Forbes.pdf ; Exelon-Pepco_Holdings_Section_203_Application.pdf 

fyi 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Sun, Jun 1, 2014 at 4:07 PM 
Subject: Exelon files at FERC 
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Heather Cameron 
<heather.cameron@gsa.gov> 

 

fyi.  FERC filing is attached.  also see the attachment from Forbes re why Exelon needs Pepco. 

  
http://www.marketwatch.com/story/exelon-pepco-holdings-inc-file-with-ferc-for-approval-to-combine-their-

businesses-2014-05-30?reflink=MW_news_stmp 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Pepco Exelon merger
Date: Wed, 30 Sep 2015 09:46:54 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <   Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2P-wZdho+Oiki7+CaEAuxhSyCqSPQJFNP+utdv=2tBhQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 915a1051c8bc69eb7fabe9e3dbd41d71
Attachments: SNL Sept 30 Pepco Exelon merger article.pdf 

Dennis and Lariza, 
 

See attached article from SNL.  Echoing what Dennis said yesterday, the article implies that a City-
Company settlement would likely require all of the major intervenors to sign on for the Commission to 
reverse its prior opinion.   
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: PEPCO/Exelon merger
Date: Fri, 2 Oct 2015 09:41:04 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Cc: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0qi9oWqMw1frJjyjsCfifX9_FtZB8BPCt7YksDu0Sb5Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ac2842c1e62ab34890c30b7b8e37b497

Tony, 
 

Timing on this is quite uncertain but the City and PEPCO appear to be moving quickly.  We spoke with 
PEPCO yesterday afternoon and they outlined settlement highlights.  We asked them about timing and 
they said things were moving quickly.  The City would like to discuss the details of the settlement.  We 
had some items that we had previously brought up such as favorable standby rates for cogen facilities 
and virtual net metering that would benefit HOTD.  

I am generally available this afternoon and I believe Lariza will as well.  We are quite interested in what 
the City has to say on settlement terms.  We would like to obtain some more general benefits for 
commercial customers aside from items that would benefit HOTD specifically.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 9:11 AM, Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks for the news, Ken. We were meeting with Tommy Wells yesterday and it seemed like something 
was happening...

Honestly, I think it's worth meeting so we can understand more of the context of what's at issue on that 
end and how we can take advantage. How much time do we have?

t

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

 - mobile
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 8:55 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Tony,

It appears that the City and PEPCO may have negotiated a settlement that would support the 
PEPCO/Exelon merger.  Since GSA is a party to the case, PEPCO and the City will want our support for or 
agreement not to oppose any settlement proposed.  In this context, there may be an opportunity in the 
near future for a GSA ask from PEPCO.  Is there anything that you would like from PEPCO of a 
regulatory nature?

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: PEPCO/Exelon merger
Date: Fri, 2 Oct 2015 10:40:45 -0400
From: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+mbWecTop9nBu9mB-wNR2-a5bqzs+AsRL+HScaBcBQcqryjYQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 598e4de13892a354af6b555be9cda41e

Hi Ken,Can you all talk at 1pm? Tony and I are working in today,  room 1413, and would be happy to 
host and discuss.  

Also can jump on a call if that works. 

Please let us know.

Scott

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 9:41 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Tony,

Timing on this is quite uncertain but the City and PEPCO appear to be moving quickly.  We spoke with 
PEPCO yesterday afternoon and they outlined settlement highlights.  We asked them about timing and 
they said things were moving quickly.  The City would like to discuss the details of the settlement.  We 
had some items that we had previously brought up such as favorable standby rates for cogen facilities 
and virtual net metering that would benefit HOTD.  

I am generally available this afternoon and I believe Lariza will as well.  We are quite interested in what 
the City has to say on settlement terms.  We would like to obtain some more general benefits for 
commercial customers aside from items that would benefit HOTD specifically.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 9:11 AM, Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks for the news, Ken. We were meeting with Tommy Wells yesterday and it seemed like something 
was happening...

Honestly, I think it's worth meeting so we can understand more of the context of what's at issue on that 
end and how we can take advantage. How much time do we have?

t

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

U.S. General Services Administration

 - mobile

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 8:55 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Tony,

It appears that the City and PEPCO may have negotiated a settlement that would support the 
PEPCO/Exelon merger.  Since GSA is a party to the case, PEPCO and the City will want our support for or 
agreement not to oppose any settlement proposed.  In this context, there may be an opportunity in the 
near future for a GSA ask from PEPCO.  Is there anything that you would like from PEPCO of a 
regulatory nature?

Ken Shutika

GSA 
 

--

Scott P. MacRae

Program Director - FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

- mobile

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: PEPCO/Exelon merger
Date: Fri, 2 Oct 2015 11:28:13 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Cc: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3QL2Fq=PHE-FmxrnE82d5Qp-ivnpEQ2EuktaqErDc2rA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0dadfd4ea8648e760419f3a53cd6c8fc

Scott, 
 

I've got something from 1 to 1:30.  Does 1:30 sound OK?  

Ken Shutika

GSA

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 10:40 AM, Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Ken,

Can you all talk at 1pm? Tony and I are working in today,  room 1413, and would be happy to host and 
discuss. 

Also can jump on a call if that works. 

Please let us know.

Scott

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 9:41 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Tony,

Timing on this is quite uncertain but the City and PEPCO appear to be moving quickly.  We spoke with 
PEPCO yesterday afternoon and they outlined settlement highlights.  We asked them about timing and 
they said things were moving quickly.  The City would like to discuss the details of the settlement.  We 
had some items that we had previously brought up such as favorable standby rates for cogen facilities 
and virtual net metering that would benefit HOTD.  

I am generally available this afternoon and I believe Lariza will as well.  We are quite interested in what 
the City has to say on settlement terms.  We would like to obtain some more general benefits for 
commercial customers aside from items that would benefit HOTD specifically.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 9:11 AM, Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> wrote:
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Thanks for the news, Ken. We were meeting with Tommy Wells yesterday and it seemed like something 
was happening...

Honestly, I think it's worth meeting so we can understand more of the context of what's at issue on that 
end and how we can take advantage. How much time do we have?

t

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

 - mobile

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 8:55 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Tony,

It appears that the City and PEPCO may have negotiated a settlement that would support the 
PEPCO/Exelon merger.  Since GSA is a party to the case, PEPCO and the City will want our support for or 
agreement not to oppose any settlement proposed.  In this context, there may be an opportunity in the 
near future for a GSA ask from PEPCO.  Is there anything that you would like from PEPCO of a 
regulatory nature?

Ken Shutika

GSA 
 

--

Scott P. MacRae

Program Director - FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

- mobile
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: PEPCO/Exelon merger
Date: Fri, 2 Oct 2015 11:34:56 -0400
From: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+mbWeeXOzxP6u=F29-v+qZ6oC4RMNGcSSRYd4XWyhdn3dS6-Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 76f9e0539cc72e378591dd7631003d6e

that's work. We have a 2pm . Changing the invite now. 

See you at 1:30

S

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 11:28 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Scott,

I've got something from 1 to 1:30.  Does 1:30 sound OK?  

Ken Shutika

GSA

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 10:40 AM, Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Ken,

Can you all talk at 1pm? Tony and I are working in today,  room 1413, and would be happy to host and 
discuss. 

Also can jump on a call if that works. 

Please let us know.

Scott

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 9:41 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Tony,

Timing on this is quite uncertain but the City and PEPCO appear to be moving quickly.  We spoke with 
PEPCO yesterday afternoon and they outlined settlement highlights.  We asked them about timing and 
they said things were moving quickly.  The City would like to discuss the details of the settlement.  We 
had some items that we had previously brought up such as favorable standby rates for cogen facilities 
and virtual net metering that would benefit HOTD.  

I am generally available this afternoon and I believe Lariza will as well.  We are quite interested in what 
the City has to say on settlement terms.  We would like to obtain some more general benefits for 
commercial customers aside from items that would benefit HOTD specifically.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 9:11 AM, Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks for the news, Ken. We were meeting with Tommy Wells yesterday and it seemed like something 
was happening...

Honestly, I think it's worth meeting so we can understand more of the context of what's at issue on that 
end and how we can take advantage. How much time do we have?

t

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

 - mobile

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 8:55 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Tony,

It appears that the City and PEPCO may have negotiated a settlement that would support the 
PEPCO/Exelon merger.  Since GSA is a party to the case, PEPCO and the City will want our support for or 
agreement not to oppose any settlement proposed.  In this context, there may be an opportunity in the 
near future for a GSA ask from PEPCO.  Is there anything that you would like from PEPCO of a 
regulatory nature?

Ken Shutika

GSA 
 

--

Scott P. MacRae
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: PEPCO/Exelon merger
Date: Fri, 2 Oct 2015 11:46:58 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Cc: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2nb69zRXrVyD+h+LYNhkHWPp7=jvAz_ibqvv7FELK5dA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 47ec43c088b2f7b28e7d46b0e89b3233

Thanks.  See you then. 
 

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 11:34 AM, Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> wrote:

that's work. We have a 2pm . 

Changing the invite now.

See you at 1:30

S

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 11:28 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Scott,

I've got something from 1 to 1:30.  Does 1:30 sound OK?  

Ken Shutika

GSA

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 10:40 AM, Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Ken,

Can you all talk at 1pm? Tony and I are working in today,  room 1413, and would be happy to host and 
discuss. 

Also can jump on a call if that works. 

Please let us know.

Scott

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 9:41 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Tony,

Timing on this is quite uncertain but the City and PEPCO appear to be moving quickly.  We spoke with 
PEPCO yesterday afternoon and they outlined settlement highlights.  We asked them about timing and 
they said things were moving quickly.  The City would like to discuss the details of the settlement.  We 
had some items that we had previously brought up such as favorable standby rates for cogen facilities 
and virtual net metering that would benefit HOTD.  

I am generally available this afternoon and I believe Lariza will as well.  We are quite interested in what 
the City has to say on settlement terms.  We would like to obtain some more general benefits for 
commercial customers aside from items that would benefit HOTD specifically.  

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:scott.macrae@gsa.gov
mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
mailto:scott.macrae@gsa.gov
mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 9:11 AM, Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks for the news, Ken. We were meeting with Tommy Wells yesterday and it seemed like something 
was happening...

Honestly, I think it's worth meeting so we can understand more of the context of what's at issue on that 
end and how we can take advantage. How much time do we have?

t

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

 - mobile

On Fri, Oct 2, 2015 at 8:55 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Tony,

It appears that the City and PEPCO may have negotiated a settlement that would support the 
PEPCO/Exelon merger.  Since GSA is a party to the case, PEPCO and the City will want our support for or 
agreement not to oppose any settlement proposed.  In this context, there may be an opportunity in the 
near future for a GSA ask from PEPCO.  Is there anything that you would like from PEPCO of a 
regulatory nature?

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Maryland advocate pans Exelon/Pepco merger deal
Date: Fri, 12 Jun 2015 08:46:41 -0400
From: "Utility Markets Today" <support@mminews.com>
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <LYRIS-497111681-22049361-2015.06.12-08.46.46--

lariza.sepulveda#gsa.gov@mk1.netatlantic.com>
MD5: 8150484826e8da1669bba5c97e031ebf
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deal 
Asks court to look into PSC approval of proposal 
The Maryland Office of People's Counsel (OPC) is appealing the 
PSC's decision approving the proposed merger of Exelon and 
Pepco Holdings. The OPC yesterday filed a petition for review 
at the Circuit Court for Queen Anne's County.
The PSC approved the deal last month in an order with 46 
conditions (UMT,  May-18) and over the objections of 
Commissioners Anne Hoskins and Harold Williams who 
dissented on the order.
 "Throughout this case we have been looking at the harm of this 
company coming in, Exelon, and taking over what is over 80% 
of the service territory – both in terms of customers and service 
territory," People's Counsel Paula Carmody told us yesterday. 
"We have identified their ability to basically exert singular 
influence as a result in this state."
While Baltimore Gas & Electric and Pepco's two utilities in the 
state would continue to be separate firms, Exelon would oversee 
them all and that would eliminate different ideas and voices 
from the conversation on utility regulation in Maryland, 
Carmody predicted.
The fact that 80% of Maryland would be under one firm's 
control was brought up often in the case before the PSC and 
Exelon always responded by saying it would still be regulated 
by the commission (UMT,  April-30).
PSC Staffer Calvin Timmerman's testimony in the case (UMT,  
April-7) highlighted the value to regulators of getting different 
ideas from multiple utilities, Carmody said. Getting different 
ideas on important proceedings such as smart meter rollouts or 
the EmPOWER Maryland efficiency programs can be quite 
valuable, she added.
 "It is in many ways the absence of that kind of discussion and 
presentation of ideas that, let's face it: frequently are going to be 
initially presented by the utilities," Carmody said. While other 
stakeholders take part in PSC proceedings, the reality is that 
many issues there are initially brought to the commission's 
attention by the utilities themselves, she added.
Perhaps the biggest difference between Exelon and Pepco now is 
that the latter has no generation, which is a rarity in PJM. 
Exelon, on the other hand, is one of the largest suppliers in that 
market, thus Pepco has a very different setup and perspective, 
Carmody said.
 "These are things that play out over the long term and short-
term payments of money in terms of rate credits or in terms of 
building 5-MW solar facilities in certain areas, doesn't have any 
relation to those harms and doesn't mitigate those harms," she 
added.

 
Pennsylvania to roll out third phase in efficiency program
The Pennsylvania PUC yesterday voted unanimously to 
implement a five-year long third phase of the commonwealth's 
Act 129 Energy Efficiency & Conservation programs (EE&C). 
The programs require incremental cuts in power use and peak 
demand for Pennsylvania's largest utilities.
Utilities' current EE&C plans are valid through May 31, 2016, at 
which time the law directs the commission to re-evaluate the 
costs and benefits find out whether they should continue. The 
commission launched the process early so that there could be a 
smooth transition between the programs' phases, the PUC said.
In a tentative order issued this spring, the commission proposed 
to ban DR getting payments under Act 129 from also getting 
paid by PJM's Emergency Load Response Program, but after 
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some negative feedback, the PUC changed its mind.
The prohibition would have cut the number of customers 
available to the state program because many of them are already 
enrolled in PJM's DR programs, said a joint motion of Chairman 
Gladys Brown and Commissioner James Cawley. Some of the 
utilities in Pennsylvania have load shapes that are heavily 
influenced by a few customers and if they were blocked from 
Act 129 programs due to PJM participation, complying with the 
PUC's proposal could be overly burdensome, the joint motion 
said.
The RTO adds back any DR event to a customer's "peak load 
contribution," which is the baseline for DR in PJM, but that 
would not be the case for a customer who is only taking part in 
Act 129 DR, so their ability to take part in wholesale DR would 
be impacted. Customers who take part in both programs will 
only get 50% of the incentives from the utilities under Act 129, 
Brown and Cawley's statement said.
That should help mitigate concerns about accounts getting 
revenues from the act for dispatches that were already mandated 
by PJM.
The proposal was also changed so that Act 129 would be 
dispatched around PJM-wide forecasts because to that will make 
dispatch simpler and will work to better target the five 
coincident peak days on which customers' capacity obligations 
were based.
Commissioner Robert Powelson filed a statement highlighting 
how the utilities have come out against on-bill financing for 
efficiency and conservation investments. Successful investments 
along those lines would serve to cut their revenue, he noted.
 "I do not say this to chastise (utilities). Rather, it is simply 
recognition of the reality," Powelson wrote. "It does however, 
lead me to my second point - Pennsylvania should strongly 
consider giving utilities the ability to institute decoupling so as 
to remove any financial disincentive for utilities to partner with 
their customers in reducing demand for electricity."

 
California PUC directs utilities to meet CHP goals
The California PUC voted yesterday to direct utilities in the state 
to conduct four procurements for combined heat and power 
(CHP) between now and 2020. The procurements will be run at 
the state level, using a market-based system for pricing, PUC 
President Michael Picker said at the open meeting.
The PUC will continue to shift CHP from federal PURPA 
regulations to a state-jurisdiction, market-based approach for 
pricing, the decision said.
The decision changed greenhouse gas emissions targets to 
collectively achieve 2.72 million metric tons of emissions cuts 
from CHP facilities by 2020.
While other resources might be more adept at cutting 
greenhouse gas since CHP burns natural gas, it can help on the 
over-generation concern in California, which the ISO there has 
called the "duck curve," the decision said.
CHP facilities eligible for the procurements work in two ways – 
either by producing power first then using the waste heat for a 
thermal application, or they produce heat and then make power 
from the waste heat.
The decision built on one from 2010 that directed the utilities to 
buy 3,000 MWs of CHP by this year.
The decision did not set out any new MW targets for CHP, 
procurements beyond this year and it expects the greenhouse gas 
cuts to be made by making the existing fleet in California more 
efficient. Some of that will come from older CHP facilities being 
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replaced, but the decision said most would come from upgrades 
at existing sites.
Many of the existing CHP facilities in California have contracts 
with utilities that expire in the near term, the decision said.
The utilities will run up to four procurements by the end of 
2020, so that they meet the overall greenhouse gas reduction 
goals in the decision. The PUC did not tell them to meet specific 
interim targets in each procurement – just that the compliance 
goal needs to be met by the end of he period.

 
1 story in 20 seconds
Gas futures shrink
 on EIA storage report: NYMEX July natural gas futures 
moved down yesterday after EIA's storage report was released 
midmorning, analyst Jackson Mueller reported. The contract lost 
6.6¢ to close at $2.825/MMBTU. EIA's report showed a net 111-
BCF injection into storage, which brought total inventories to 
2,344 BCF. That boosted the year-on-year surplus to 753 BCF 
and the year-on-five-year-average surplus to 44 BCF. The 
coming weeks could see smaller injections as the weather is 
getting hotter, which means more gas should be burned by 
power plants, Mueller noted.
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Subject: Fwd: Fw: Case No. 9361/ OPC Petition for Judicial Review
Date: Thu, 11 Jun 2015 16:56:36 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiW+gCcQHXhzZb4UXHEvKYcR1Qv4E=Nbdsh2jVpVUXJqaA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 631547efd5cf05f5cabdef8dd2d68f1f

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Jun 11, 2015 at 4:56 PM 
Subject: Re: Fw: Case No. 9361/ OPC Petition for Judicial Review 
To: Dennis Goins <
Cc: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

 

Wow. Interesting.  I wonder if the stand a chance

On Thu, Jun 11, 2015 at 4:51 PM, Dennis Goins < wrote:

OPC is appealing the MDPSC's decision in the Exelon-Pepco merger case (9361).

 

Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, 
please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message ----- 

From: Bernarda Lugo -OPC-  

To: Abraham Silverman ; Anjali Patel ; Ara Azad ; bgriffiths@resourceinsight.com ; Brent A. Bolea ; Brian 
Greene ; Brooke E. McGlinn ; Bruce Burcat ; Bruce Oliver ; Carolyn Elefant ; Channing Strother ; Charles 
Brown ; Charles D. MacLeod ; Charles Harak ; Charles McPhedran ; Christopher S. Gunderson - Venable ; 
Claire Mickelson ; Cortney Madea ; Curtis Cooper ; Darryl Bradford ; David Scull ; Dennis Goins ; Devin 
Ryan ; Douglas Canter ; Douglas Micheel ; Drew Morrison ; Emily Devan ; Eric Wallace ; Franklin Johnson 
; Frann Francis ; Gary Alexander ; Gordon P. Smith ; Grace Kurdian ; Heather Cameron ; J. Joseph 'Max' 
Curran, III ; James K. McGee, Esquire ; Jason Foltin ; Jeffrey Mayes ; Jennifer Grace ; Jerome Blask ; 
kcfitzgerald@pepcoholdings.com ; Laura Swisher ; Leslie Romine ; Lisa Brennan ; Liz Martinez ; M. 
Andre Green ; Marc Kolb ; Matthew Nayden ; Melissa Birchard ; Michael Dean ; Michael Forlini ; 
Michael Gang ; Michael Gatje ; N. Lynn Board ; Olivia Wein ; Paul Bonney ; Paul Chernick ; Peter 
Bradford ; Peter Meier ; Powerupmontco@gmail.com ; roger@berlinerlawpllc.com ; Ryan Spiegel ; 
Scott Strauss ; Sondra Mclemore ; Steven Talson ; Susan Miller ; Taggart Hutchinson ; 
tgadsden@morganlewis. com ; Todd R. Chason ; Tyson Slocum ; vkwansa@gfrlaw.com ; 
westark@pepcoholdings. com ; William Dubois ; William O'Brien  

Cc: Paula Carmody -OPC- ; J. Randall Woolridge ; Joseph Cleaver -OPC- ; Max Chang, Synapse ; Nancy 
Brockway ; Peter Lanzalotta ; Scott Hempling ; William Fields -OPC-  

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2015 3:46 PM 

Subject: Case No. 9361/ OPC Petition for Judicial Review

Attached please find the Office of People’s Counsel’s Petition for Judicial Review filed this afternoon in 
the Circuit Court for Queen Anne's County.  Should you have any questions, please contact our office.

--

Thanks,
Bernarda
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Subject: Re: Fw: Case No. 9361/ OPC Petition for Judicial Review
Date: Thu, 11 Jun 2015 16:56:11 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <
Cc: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWBDy06hvRD+Coxx07yRMBuyJGybP56n6Aaszn4fSysig@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 97dc8054f9da532faa3ae724a96a46a9

Wow. Interesting.  I wonder if the stand a chance 
 

On Thu, Jun 11, 2015 at 4:51 PM, Dennis Goins < wrote:

OPC is appealing the MDPSC's decision in the Exelon-Pepco merger case (9361).

 

Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, 
please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message ----- 

From: Bernarda Lugo -OPC-  

To: Abraham Silverman ; Anjali Patel ; Ara Azad ; bgriffiths@resourceinsight.com ; Brent A. Bolea ; Brian 
Greene ; Brooke E. McGlinn ; Bruce Burcat ; Bruce Oliver ; Carolyn Elefant ; Channing Strother ; Charles 
Brown ; Charles D. MacLeod ; Charles Harak ; Charles McPhedran ; Christopher S. Gunderson - Venable ; 
Claire Mickelson ; Cortney Madea ; Curtis Cooper ; Darryl Bradford ; David Scull ; Dennis Goins ; Devin 
Ryan ; Douglas Canter ; Douglas Micheel ; Drew Morrison ; Emily Devan ; Eric Wallace ; Franklin Johnson 
; Frann Francis ; Gary Alexander ; Gordon P. Smith ; Grace Kurdian ; Heather Cameron ; J. Joseph 'Max' 
Curran, III ; James K. McGee, Esquire ; Jason Foltin ; Jeffrey Mayes ; Jennifer Grace ; Jerome Blask ; 
kcfitzgerald@pepcoholdings.com ; Laura Swisher ; Leslie Romine ; Lisa Brennan ; Liz Martinez ; M. 
Andre Green ; Marc Kolb ; Matthew Nayden ; Melissa Birchard ; Michael Dean ; Michael Forlini ; 
Michael Gang ; Michael Gatje ; N. Lynn Board ; Olivia Wein ; Paul Bonney ; Paul Chernick ; Peter 
Bradford ; Peter Meier ; Powerupmontco@gmail.com ; roger@berlinerlawpllc.com ; Ryan Spiegel ; 
Scott Strauss ; Sondra Mclemore ; Steven Talson ; Susan Miller ; Taggart Hutchinson ; 
tgadsden@morganlewis. com ; Todd R. Chason ; Tyson Slocum ; vkwansa@gfrlaw.com ; 
westark@pepcoholdings. com ; William Dubois ; William O'Brien  

Cc: Paula Carmody -OPC- ; J. Randall Woolridge ; Joseph Cleaver -OPC- ; Max Chang, Synapse ; Nancy 
Brockway ; Peter Lanzalotta ; Scott Hempling ; William Fields -OPC-  

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2015 3:46 PM 

Subject: Case No. 9361/ OPC Petition for Judicial Review

Attached please find the Office of People’s Counsel’s Petition for Judicial Review filed this afternoon in 
the Circuit Court for Queen Anne's County.  Should you have any questions, please contact our office.

--

Thanks,
Bernarda

PLEASE NOTE MY NEW EMAIL ADDRESS: bernarda.lugo@maryland.gov

Bernarda Lugo
Maryland Office of People's Counsel
6 St. Paul Street, Suite 2102
Baltimore, MD 21202
410-767-8150
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fw: Case No. 9361/ OPC Petition for Judicial Review
Date: Thu, 11 Jun 2015 16:51:20 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <C5327E45F0B24E32B046570C98F54FE0@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: b3a75cdd17468fa8f0619393b5f5afa3
Attachments: 06112015 - OPC Petition for Judicial Review - CN 9361 - FINAL.pdf 

OPC is appealing the MDPSC's decision in the Exelon-Pepco merger case (9361).   

Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, 
please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank 
you.
----- Original Message ----- 

From: Bernarda Lugo -OPC-  

To: Abraham Silverman ; Anjali Patel ; Ara Azad ; bgriffiths@resourceinsight.com ; Brent A. Bolea ; Brian 
Greene ; Brooke E. McGlinn ; Bruce Burcat ; Bruce Oliver ; Carolyn Elefant ; Channing Strother ; Charles 
Brown ; Charles D. MacLeod ; Charles Harak ; Charles McPhedran ; Christopher S. Gunderson - Venable ; 
Claire Mickelson ; Cortney Madea ; Curtis Cooper ; Darryl Bradford ; David Scull ; Dennis Goins ; Devin 
Ryan ; Douglas Canter ; Douglas Micheel ; Drew Morrison ; Emily Devan ; Eric Wallace ; Franklin Johnson 
; Frann Francis ; Gary Alexander ; Gordon P. Smith ; Grace Kurdian ; Heather Cameron ; J. Joseph 'Max' 
Curran, III ; James K. McGee, Esquire ; Jason Foltin ; Jeffrey Mayes ; Jennifer Grace ; Jerome Blask ; 
kcfitzgerald@pepcoholdings.com ; Laura Swisher ; Leslie Romine ; Lisa Brennan ; Liz Martinez ; M. 
Andre Green ; Marc Kolb ; Matthew Nayden ; Melissa Birchard ; Michael Dean ; Michael Forlini ; 
Michael Gang ; Michael Gatje ; N. Lynn Board ; Olivia Wein ; Paul Bonney ; Paul Chernick ; Peter 
Bradford ; Peter Meier ; Powerupmontco@gmail.com ; roger@berlinerlawpllc.com ; Ryan Spiegel ; 
Scott Strauss ; Sondra Mclemore ; Steven Talson ; Susan Miller ; Taggart Hutchinson ; 
tgadsden@morganlewis. com ; Todd R. Chason ; Tyson Slocum ; vkwansa@gfrlaw.com ; 
westark@pepcoholdings. com ; William Dubois ; William O'Brien  

Cc: Paula Carmody -OPC- ; J. Randall Woolridge ; Joseph Cleaver -OPC- ; Max Chang, Synapse ; Nancy 
Brockway ; Peter Lanzalotta ; Scott Hempling ; William Fields -OPC-  

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2015 3:46 PM 

Subject: Case No. 9361/ OPC Petition for Judicial Review

Attached please find the Office of People’s Counsel’s Petition for Judicial Review filed this afternoon in 
the Circuit Court for Queen Anne's County.  Should you have any questions, please contact our office.

--

Thanks,
Bernarda

PLEASE NOTE MY NEW EMAIL ADDRESS: bernarda.lugo@maryland.gov

Bernarda Lugo
Maryland Office of People's Counsel
6 St. Paul Street, Suite 2102
Baltimore, MD 21202
410-767-8150
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: PA rate case issues
Date: Wed, 6 May 2015 13:41:07 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3UbtniYEw+_z9nJswUgmFah-bAGky3Epa4q03YM_LDUw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ad9091babd793dae1e44188ece9db270

Dennis, 
 

These are all good issues.  Items 2 and 3 are of concern.  If I recall correctly, the proposed treatment of 
billing treatment for GS accounts is how PECO treated HT and PD rate classes (i.e. 40% of contract 
billing demand as the minimum billing demand).  Also, HT and PD also had a minimum billing demand 
rachet equal to 80% of peak summer billing demand that reset annually.  

We will have to think carefully on Item 2.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Wed, May 6, 2015 at 12:53 PM, Dennis Goins < wrote:

Lariza 

  

Forgot to send the info below you on Monday. 

  

PA Rate Case Issues: 

  

1. Allocation of PECO's requested $190 million distribution base rate increase, along with various cost-of-service 
issues 

2. PECO's proposed replacement of its existing Auxiliary Service Rider with a new Capacity Reservation Rider.  The 
proposed rider would apply to DG customers, and would require those with generator capacity >100 kW but less 
than 10 MW to reserve distribution system capacity equal to the customer's generator nameplate capacity.  The 
proposed Capacity Reservation Rider also omits certain standby and backup power provisions included in the 
existing Auxiliary Service Rider. 

3. PECO's proposed new billing demand ratchet for general service commercial and industrial customers that sets 
the customer's minimum billing demand equal to 40 percent of the customer's contract demand. 

  

Items 2 and 3 are likely to have the most direct billing impact on GSA.  In addition, since PECO is an Exelon 
company, we are likely to see these same issues in DC and MD if the Pepco-Exelon merger is approved.

  

Also, pls make sure the PA intervention gets filed soon.  several rounds of discovery have been issued by various 
parties and discovery responses have been served.  the initial prehearing conference is scheduled for next week 
(May 11 i think).  we need to get on the service list soon.  thanks

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Follow Up - RE: Great - RE: 11a? RE: Contact Info - RE: GSA Contact re Steam Plant
Date: Wed, 27 May 2015 10:48:32 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: jcamacho@psc.dc.gov
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Leonardv Lucas (LR)" 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWrJwCBOJD8oxucqk85-ugdRBzn+n_CDVGCtiq+Z9Fk3Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 32c2a29c7a32430d7c6680aa5eb49ebc

Hi Jorge, 

We are with the GSA Energy Division at Central office.  We are part of the regulatory team that gets 
involved in state regulatory proceedings on behalf of the consumer interests of the Federal Executive 
Agencies.  We are currently involved in the Exelon/Pepco merger case in DC.  We have expressed 
interest in the development of micro grids and we have been following informal discussions.  

We are the group within GSA that would get involved in this proceeding.  You mentioned in your email 
below it is going to open in about a month; has a docket number been assigned to it?   

We are available to talk to you at your earliest convenience.  We look forward to hearing from you.

Best Regards

Lariza Sepulveda
Public Utilities Specialist
Energy Division/Regulatory
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

On Wed, May 27, 2015 at 8:41 AM, Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 <kyle.ragan@gsa.gov> wrote:

Here is the string of emails from Jorge Camacho at the PSC. They are looking to put forward a docket on 
microgrids and are looking for information on the capacity of HOTD to be involved in any potential 
microgrids in the city. 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, May 21, 2015 at 5:08 PM 
Subject: Re: Follow Up - RE: Great - RE: 11a? RE: Contact Info - RE: GSA Contact re Steam Plant 
To: "Camacho, Jorge (PSC)" <jcamacho@psc.dc.gov> 
Cc: Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 <kyle.ragan@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> 

Hi, Jorge.  Thanks for the quick follow-up.  I've asked a colleague on my team, Kyle Ragan, to coordinate 
on our end.  I copied him on this email.  He will be able to reach out to folks in GSA to make sure we 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

understand the need and manage our response.  

Thanks and looking forward to working together on this.

Tony

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

 - mobile

On Thu, May 14, 2015 at 6:06 PM, Camacho, Jorge (PSC) <jcamacho@psc.dc.gov> wrote:

Tony, just wanted to follow up in regards to any studies that have characterized the potential electrical 
output a steam turbine generator could yield out of your facility. Please let me know who from your 
team could engage in our proceeding to open in about 1  month, thank you again.

Jorge

 

From: Tony Costa - AG [mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2015 9:51 AM 
To: Camacho, Jorge (PSC) 
Subject: Re: Great - RE: 11a? RE: Contact Info - RE: GSA Contact re Steam Plant

 

Great.  Can you call 202.208.6049?  Thanks.

 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

 - mobile
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

 

 

 

On Wed, May 13, 2015 at 9:07 AM, Camacho, Jorge (PSC) <jcamacho@psc.dc.gov> wrote:

Great, will call your mobile, thanks, Jorge.

 

From: Tony Costa - AG [mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2015 8:45 AM 
To: Camacho, Jorge (PSC) 
Cc: Ellen Jones; Scott Macrae - AG 
Subject: Re: 11a? RE: Contact Info - RE: GSA Contact re Steam Plant

 

Have an 11, but can do 1030.    Thanks.

 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

 - mobile

 

 

 

 

On Wed, May 13, 2015 at 7:36 AM, Camacho, Jorge (PSC) <jcamacho@psc.dc.gov> wrote:

11a phone call? Please feel free to suggest other times, thank you, Jorge.

 

From: Tony Costa - AG [mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 7:02 PM 
To: Camacho, Jorge (PSC) 
Cc: Ellen Jones; Scott Macrae - AG 
Subject: Re: Contact Info - RE: GSA Contact re Steam Plant

 

Hello.  We can probably find a few minutes tomorrow but otherwise we'll have to look at next week. 
 (Thursday and Friday are unworkable.)  Does anything work tomorrow for you?
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

 

Tony Costa

 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

 - mobile

 

 

 

 

On Tue, May 12, 2015 at 2:25 PM, Camacho, Jorge (PSC) <jcamacho@psc.dc.gov> wrote:

Hello Tony, Ellen provided your contact information, interested in learning more about the Steam Plant 
potential applications. When would it be a good time to chat? 
Thank you much, 

Jorge A. Camacho, PE 
Interim Chief, Office of Infrastructure and System Planning 
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
1333 H ST NW, 7th Floor East Tower 
Washington, DC 20005 
www.dcpsc.org
(202) 626-5108
jcamacho@psc.dc.gov

-----Original Message----- 
From: Ellen Jones [mailto:ellen@downtowndc.org] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 12:47 PM 
To: Camacho, Jorge (PSC) 
Subject: GSA Contact re Steam Plant 

Tony Costa 
tony.costa@gsa.gov

Sent from my iPad
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: PA rate case issues
Date: Wed, 06 May 2015 12:53:07 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <29BA279E719C40699DDC04DD02AA2A6A@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 8ab63bd941cbe40030fdbe50b4a24963

Lariza  
  

Forgot to send the info below you on Monday. 

  

PA Rate Case Issues:  

  

1. Allocation of PECO's requested $190 million distribution base rate increase, along with various cost-of-service 
issues 

2. PECO's proposed replacement of its existing Auxiliary Service Rider with a new Capacity Reservation Rider.  The 
proposed rider would apply to DG customers, and would require those with generator capacity >100 kW but less 
than 10 MW to reserve distribution system capacity equal to the customer's generator nameplate capacity.  The 
proposed Capacity Reservation Rider also omits certain standby and backup power provisions included in the 
existing Auxiliary Service Rider. 

3. PECO's proposed new billing demand ratchet for general service commercial and industrial customers that sets 
the customer's minimum billing demand equal to 40 percent of the customer's contract demand. 

  

Items 2 and 3 are likely to have the most direct billing impact on GSA.  In addition, since PECO is an Exelon 
company, we are likely to see these same issues in DC and MD if the Pepco-Exelon merger is approved. 

  

Also, pls make sure the PA intervention gets filed soon.  several rounds of discovery have been issued by various 
parties and discovery responses have been served.  the initial prehearing conference is scheduled for next week 
(May 11 i think).  we need to get on the service list soon.  thanks 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon visit tomorrow
Date: Wed, 22 Apr 2015 12:07:54 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXgrusGHtZ=MTzt4c-USvqfNS4gAsziOk=T0H9NV5Subg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 13a1d65bfaaebb4372178a6095ed91e5

Hi Kevin, 
 

I am at the DC public service commission, today is the last day of hearings for the Exelon/pepco merger 
case.

GSA is a participant on the merger case.  We have been following closely the merger developments and 
reviewing Exelon's 

commitments to DC customers if the merger is approve.

I will be at the office tomorrow.

Lariza

 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:35 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

OK. Will do.  

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

On Apr 22, 2015, at 10:32 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Kevin,

Do you know who at Exelon?  We met with them about 6 weeks ago and do a lot of business with 
Exelon and its affiliates.  We are also involved with the Pepco/Exelon merger.  If you could get more 
details on visit and purpose, we would appreciate it.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:28 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy
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US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Christine Harada - M <christine.harada@gsa.gov> 
Date: April 22, 2015 at 9:39:55 AM EDT 
To: Chelsea Waliser - P <chelsea.waliser@gsa.gov>, Sheri Meadema - Q1 <sheri.meadema@gsa.gov>,  
Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Tanya Daggett - AC <tanya.daggett@gsa.gov>, Averyl Bailey <averyl.bailey@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Exelon visit tomorrow

Dear team

Someone from Exelon reached out to Denise, and requested a meeting. We are supposed to meet with 
them tomorrow 

The (only) context that I have is:

discussion regarding energy savings related to building mgmt

Could you please advise:

A) what contracts, if any, do we have with Exelon?

B) what within their business portfolio might be relevant for GSA?

C) what do you hypothesize they might want from this meeting?

If you could please pull some informal billets together by 4 pm today, that would be greatly 
appreciated 

Thank you

Christine

==========================

Christine Harada

Chief of Staff (Acting)

1800 F St. NW

Washington, DC 20405

christine.harada@gsa.gov

(m)    
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Subject: Fwd: Service Copy - Joint Applicants' Initial Brief
Date: Wed, 13 May 2015 14:33:08 -0500
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAJR8MYvyKDqGzgak3pWLVpzTwfs2V_EfWwoUF1OHW9GwV-SAgw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 364c15ee307b4e3caaecec2a3e88123f
Attachments: FC 1119 Initial Brief FINAL Full Set 5-13-15.pdf 

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Nicole Travers <ntravers@loeb.com>
Date: Wed, May 13, 2015 at 2:32 PM 
Subject: Service Copy - Joint Applicants' Initial Brief 
To: "ffrancis@aoba-metro.org" <ffrancis@aoba-metro.org>, "revilohill@verizon.net" 
<revilohill@verizon.net>, "smfrye@opc-dc.gov" <smfrye@opc-dc.gov>, "ldaniels@opc-dc.gov" 
<ldaniels@opc-dc.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "
<  "owein@nclc.org" <owein@nclc.org>, "charak@nclc.org" 
<charak@nclc.org>, "abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com" <abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com>, 
"Cortney.Madea@nrgenergy.com" <Cortney.Madea@nrgenergy.com>, "brian.caldwell@dc.gov" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "amy.mcdonnell@dc.gov" <amy.mcdonnell@dc.gov>, 
"jpc@duncanallen.com" <jpc@duncanallen.com>, "bgreene@GreeneHurlocker.com" 
<bgreene@greenehurlocker.com>, "nancy.white@squirepb.com" <nancy.white@squirepb.com>, 
"randy.hayman@dcwater.com" <randy.hayman@dcwater.com>, "  
<  "  <  
"jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com" <jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com>, 
"carolyn@carolynelefant.com" <carolyn@carolynelefant.com>, "ccprories@gmail.com" 
<ccprories@gmail.com>, "randall.speck@kayescholer.com" <randall.speck@kayescholer.com> 
Cc: Richard Lorenzo <rlorenzo@loeb.com>, Ted Duver <tduver@loeb.com> 

 

All, please find attached a service copy of Joint Applicants’ Initial Brief in this proceeding.

 

Please let us know if anyone has any questions, and thank you.

Nicole Travers
Attorney At Law

901 New York Avenue NW, Suite 300 East | Washington, DC 20001
Direct Dial: 202.618.5030 | Fax: 202.478.2123 | E-mail: ntravers@loeb.com

Los Angeles | New York | Chicago | Nashville | Washington, DC | Beijing | Hong Kong | www.loeb.com 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail transmission, and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages 
attached to it may contain confidential information that is legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, 
or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or use of any of the information contained in or attached to this transmission is STRICTLY 
PROHIBITED. If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately notify the sender. Please destroy 
the original transmission and its attachments without reading or saving in any manner. Thank you, Loeb & Loeb 

LLP. 

 

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

mailto:ntravers@loeb.com
mailto:ffrancis@aoba-metro.org
mailto:ffrancis@aoba-metro.org
mailto:revilohill@verizon.net
mailto:revilohill@verizon.net
mailto:smfrye@opc-dc.gov
mailto:smfrye@opc-dc.gov
mailto:leonard.lucas@gsa.gov
mailto:owein@nclc.org
mailto:owein@nclc.org
mailto:abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com
mailto:Cortney.Madea@nrgenergy.com
mailto:Cortney.Madea@nrgenergy.com
mailto:brian.caldwell@dc.gov
mailto:brian.caldwell@dc.gov
mailto:amy.mcdonnell@dc.gov
mailto:amy.mcdonnell@dc.gov
mailto:jpc@duncanallen.com
mailto:jpc@duncanallen.com
mailto:bgreene@greenehurlocker.com
mailto:nancy.white@squirepb.com
mailto:carolyn@carolynelefant.com
mailto:carolyn@carolynelefant.com
mailto:ccprories@gmail.com
mailto:ccprories@gmail.com
mailto:randall.speck@kayescholer.com
mailto:randall.speck@kayescholer.com
mailto:rlorenzo@loeb.com
mailto:tduver@loeb.com
http://www.loeb.com/
mailto:ntravers@loeb.com
http://www.loeb.com
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon visit tomorrow
Date: Wed, 22 Apr 2015 10:35:41 -0400
From: Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-2448503398180998204@unknownmsgid>
MD5: e14d81c832d1b977a89034e8873d1480

OK. Will do.  

Kevin KampschroerFederal Director 

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

On Apr 22, 2015, at 10:32 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Kevin,

Do you know who at Exelon?  We met with them about 6 weeks ago and do a lot of business with 
Exelon and its affiliates.  We are also involved with the Pepco/Exelon merger.  If you could get more 
details on visit and purpose, we would appreciate it.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:28 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Christine Harada - M <christine.harada@gsa.gov> 
Date: April 22, 2015 at 9:39:55 AM EDT 
To: Chelsea Waliser - P <chelsea.waliser@gsa.gov>, Sheri Meadema - Q1 <sheri.meadema@gsa.gov>,  
Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Tanya Daggett - AC <tanya.daggett@gsa.gov>, Averyl Bailey <averyl.bailey@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Exelon visit tomorrow

Dear team
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Someone from Exelon reached out to Denise, and requested a meeting. We are supposed to meet with 
them tomorrow 

The (only) context that I have is:

discussion regarding energy savings related to building mgmt

Could you please advise:

A) what contracts, if any, do we have with Exelon?

B) what within their business portfolio might be relevant for GSA?

C) what do you hypothesize they might want from this meeting?

If you could please pull some informal billets together by 4 pm today, that would be greatly 
appreciated 

Thank you

Christine

==========================

Christine Harada

Chief of Staff (Acting)

1800 F St. NW

Washington, DC 20405

christine.harada@gsa.gov

(m)   
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon visit tomorrow
Date: Wed, 22 Apr 2015 10:31:18 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3H4yHfiRXfKqZAvgROQO7k9hU6UCKX0uPdy9f6K-dn_w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 97d2ddd84dd2431c9e9e500b7cce9b3d

Kevin, 
 

Do you know who at Exelon?  We met with them about 6 weeks ago and do a lot of business with 
Exelon and its affiliates.  We are also involved with the Pepco/Exelon merger.  If you could get more 
details on visit and purpose, we would appreciate it.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:28 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Christine Harada - M <christine.harada@gsa.gov> 
Date: April 22, 2015 at 9:39:55 AM EDT 
To: Chelsea Waliser - P <chelsea.waliser@gsa.gov>, Sheri Meadema - Q1 <sheri.meadema@gsa.gov>,  
Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Tanya Daggett - AC <tanya.daggett@gsa.gov>, Averyl Bailey <averyl.bailey@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Exelon visit tomorrow

Dear team

Someone from Exelon reached out to Denise, and requested a meeting. We are supposed to meet with 
them tomorrow 

The (only) context that I have is:

discussion regarding energy savings related to building mgmt

Could you please advise:

A) what contracts, if any, do we have with Exelon?

B) what within their business portfolio might be relevant for GSA?

C) what do you hypothesize they might want from this meeting?
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Federal Water Efficiency
Date: Fri, 3 Apr 2015 11:16:53 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov>
Cc: Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov>, "Ron Allard (WPMABE)" 

<ronald.allard@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiV-=CRK16a=9Nvb4NPcMiYg=o2=iUL5RR+xs1_MGOYaPQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 02537e3e014a89903bcdcfb2c60a1526

I spoke with Mr. Jolly and he is out of town early next week and he will be available on Thursday and 
Friday. 
 

Are you guys available on Thursday for a meeting?

Lariza

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:28 PM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

Joe,

I can be on that call with you.  Tomorrow would be better.  I can do 8am.

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:21 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wonderful!  Lets talk today tomorrow at your convenience.   
I am available today after 2 pm and tomorrow from 8 am to 10 am and after 2 pm.

I am at the DC Public service comission all wee follow hearings on pepco/Exelon merger  case.

I can be flexible, just give a time and i will call in.

Regards

Lariza

Enviado desde mi iPhone

El abr 1, 2015, a las 12:57 PM, Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> escribió: 

Hi Lariza,

It seems appropriate that GSA is involved with this effort. Our office does track water consumption and 
reductions. I think it would be more appropriate that you address it with Ron and Amy because they 
work with those efforts the most. I've copied them to see their availability. I might be available around 
2 to get on a call, but would want someone else as well.

Regards,

Joe Eberly
CEM, CEA, LEED Green Associate 
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Building Management Specialist 
NCR Energy Branch 
U.S. General Services Administration 

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 12:37 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Hi,

Happy April's first day.   This year is just going so fast.

I have a couple of questions for you.  DC water is working on the Federal Bill and they want to look at 
projected water usage per yer for 2016 through 2020.  

There are mandates that required us to reduce water consumption.  

We want to ensure that water rates we get  are fair and resonable; at times it can be challenging with 
WASA given that they are structure different and not regulted by a state body.

They sent this request, do you think it would be helpful for GSA if we provide our stimate water 
consumption for those years?

Have we seen a water usage reduction  for DC accounts?

Does your office manage the water bills?

I am in hearings at the DC Public service comission all week.  Do you have time today around 1:30 pm 
or 2pm to go over this.

Thank you 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ernest Jolly <Ernest.Jolly@dcwater.com> 
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 
Subject: Federal Water Efficiency 
To: "lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

Thanks for your quick response.  Attached are the two documents that are relevant to federal agency 
water usage billing.   As the water utility provider of all federal facilities within the District of Columbia, 
we prepare and submit the Federal Bill which includes projected future billing and a true up component 
based on what actually occurred.  I am requesting your assistance in providing your agencies’ projected 
water usage per year for 2016 thru 2020 or as far out as you may have plans to continue to reduce 
potable water purchases from DC Water.  If possible, please breakout major facilities such as the 
reflection pool, DOD installations, DOH, Park Service, etc. 

Please follow up with me on any questions that you may have.  

Also, I propose that we meet at your site on April 8, 9 or 10.  Please let me know your availability.   We 
invite you and your team to visit our Blue Plains facility also.

 

Ernest Jolly, CEM, CEA| Energy Chief | DC Water| Office of the General Manager| ernest.jolly@dcwater.com| 
5000 Overlook Avenue, SW| Washington, D.C. 20032| (202) 787-2370 (office)| (202) 297-4606 (cell)|  

(fax)

Water is Life! | Web |  Facebook |  Twitter |  YouTube |  Flickr

 

IMPORTANT NOTICE: The security of electronic mail sent through the Internet 
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is
not guaranteed. DC WATER therefore recommends that you do not send 
confidential
information to us via electronic mail, including social security numbers, 
account
numbers, and personal identification numbers unless instructed to do so 
through a
secured site. Delivery, and timely delivery, of electronic mail is also not
guaranteed. DC WATER also recommends that you do not send time-sensitive or
action-oriented messages to us via electronic mail unless instructed to do 

so.

--

Amy Hudson

Public Utility Specialist

Energy Branch

GSA/NCR/PBS

Room 7512

7th and D Sts., SW

Washington, DC  20407

202.708.4995

 Cell   

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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identified are the Amarillo VA Health Care System, and the J. Marvin Jones Federal Building, but we are 
certain there are more locations.

 

The sooner we can get the info the better, as we need if for our testimony that is due in about two 
weeks.

 

Please feel free to call me with questions about the request. Thanks!

 

 

 

Felipe A. Salcedo

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044

TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445

fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: largsa@gmail.com [mailto:largsa@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Lariza Sepulveda 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 10:54 AM 
To: Felipe A. Salcedo 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

 

Hi Felipe,

 

I did not get an opportunity to call you back yesterday.  We are attending hearings for the 
exelon/pepco merger case 1119 all week.

 

I will try to call today during one of the breaks, and please feel fre to send me an email with your 
inquiries if they are time sensitive.

 

Regards

Lariza

On Thursday, March 12, 2015, Felipe A. Salcedo <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com> wrote:

Lariza,

 

For the Pantex Plant, the applicable SPS rate is LGST Large Gen Service, and the facility has on-site 
generation that receives backup service from SPS’s standby tariff and credits for excess production of 
the on-site facility.

 

For the KCP account, under KCP&L, the applicable rate schedule is Large Power Service - 1 PGSV. 

 

I saw the bills that you sent earlier – thank you for your help with that. Please let me know if you have 
any other questions.

 

 

Respectfully,
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fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: largsa@gmail.com [mailto:largsa@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Lariza Sepulveda 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 10:54 AM 
To: Felipe A. Salcedo 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

 

Hi Felipe,

 

I did not get an opportunity to call you back yesterday.  We are attending hearings for the 
exelon/pepco merger case 1119 all week.

 

I will try to call today during one of the breaks, and please feel fre to send me an email with your 
inquiries if they are time sensitive.

 

Regards

Lariza

On Thursday, March 12, 2015, Felipe A. Salcedo <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com> wrote:

Lariza,

 

For the Pantex Plant, the applicable SPS rate is LGST Large Gen Service, and the facility has on-site 
generation that receives backup service from SPS’s standby tariff and credits for excess production of 
the on-site facility.

 

For the KCP account, under KCP&L, the applicable rate schedule is Large Power Service - 1 PGSV. 

 

I saw the bills that you sent earlier – thank you for your help with that. Please let me know if you have 
any other questions.

 

 

Respectfully,

 

Felipe A. Salcedo

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044

TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445

fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com

 

 

 

 

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 12:42 PM 
To: Felipe A. Salcedo 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx
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Hi Felipe,

 

Under what rate schedule are the facilities you are representing in this case?

 

I will check to see if the GSA facilities in Kansas are under the same schedule.

 

 

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 10, 2015, at 11:52 AM, wrote:

Lariza,

 

I just wanted to follow up on the request for billing info on facilities in Kansas and Texas --- see below. 
As you know we are on a tight deadline on this. Thank you for your help with this request. 

 

Thanks,

 

Felipe.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 6, 2015, at 8:59 AM,  wrote:

Lariza,

 

See attached file that we need your help filling in the highlighted cells for KCPL.

 

For the Xcel Energy (Southwestern Public Service Company--SPS) rate case, we need the same 
information for locations receiving service in the Panhandle and the South Plains region of Texas; 
specifically in and around Amarillo and Channing, Texas. Some locations we have identified are the 
Amarillo VA Health Care System and, the J. Marvin Jones Federal Building but we are certain there are 
more locations.

 

Please call me with any questions and I thank you for your help with this matter as I know you are super 
busy with other commitments,

 

 

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044
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Subject: Fwd: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx
Date: Thu, 2 Apr 2015 10:22:21 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: LeeAnn Walker - PMAA <leeann.walker@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <3669101410818976319@unknownmsgid>
MD5: f13f899c1cdbabbb04fa4dbfa1830088

How about the ones in TX?  They mentioned the Marvin jones federal building? 
 

Thank you!

Lariza

Enviado desde mi iPhone

Inicio del mensaje reenviado: 

De: LeeAnn Walker - PMAA <leeann.walker@gsa.gov> 
Fecha: 2 de abril de 2015, 10:06:30 AM EDT 
Para: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Asunto: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

I can't find any of those buildings, so they must all be delegated.

On Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 8:39 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi LeeAnn,

I got a request below.  Can you tell how many of those buildings are under GSA.  I see USPS in the list do 
you know if that is under GSA?

Also can we get bills from 2014 for then ones that are under us?

 

lariza

Inicio del mensaje reenviado: 

De: "  
Fecha: 1 de abril de 2015, 2:06:59 PM EDT 
Para: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Asunto: RE: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

Lariza,

 

For Kansas: we need to complete the billing info for the Whitaker Courthouse, the Federal Reserve 
Bank, Internal Revenue Serve, USPS (Mid-America District), NARA (Central Plains Field Offices), and 
other customers receiving service from KCP&L. See attached file that shows the highlighted cells for 
info we are missing for KCP&L.

 

For Texas: we need billing information (one bill at least) for locations receiving service in the Panhandle 
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and the South Plains region of Texas; specifically in and around Amarillo and Channing, Texas that 
receive service from Xcel Energy (Southwestern Public Service Company--SPS). Some locations we have 
identified are the Amarillo VA Health Care System, and the J. Marvin Jones Federal Building, but we are 
certain there are more locations.

 

The sooner we can get the info the better, as we need if for our testimony that is due in about two 
weeks.

 

Please feel free to call me with questions about the request. Thanks!

 

 

 

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044

TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: On Behalf Of Lariza Sepulveda 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 10:54 AM 
To:  
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

 

Hi 

 

I did not get an opportunity to call you back yesterday.  We are attending hearings for the 
exelon/pepco merger case 1119 all week.

 

I will try to call today during one of the breaks, and please feel fre to send me an email with your 
inquiries if they are time sensitive.

 

Regards

Lariza

On Thursday, March 12, 2015,  wrote:

Lariza,

 

For the Pantex Plant, the applicable SPS rate is LGST Large Gen Service, and the facility has on-site 
generation that receives backup service from SPS’s standby tariff and credits for excess production of 
the on-site facility.

 

For the KCP account, under KCP&L, the applicable rate schedule is Large Power Service - 1 PGSV. 

 

I saw the bills that you sent earlier – thank you for your help with that. Please let me know if you have 
any other questions.
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Respectfully,

 

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044

TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445

 

 

 

 

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 12:42 PM 
To:  
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

 

 

Under what rate schedule are the facilities you are representing in this case?

 

I will check to see if the GSA facilities in Kansas are under the same schedule.

 

 

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 10, 2015, at 11:52 AM, wrote:

Lariza,

 

I just wanted to follow up on the request for billing info on facilities in Kansas and Texas --- see below. 
As you know we are on a tight deadline on this. Thank you for your help with this request. 

 

Thanks,

 

 

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 6, 2015, at 8:59 AM,  wrote:

Lariza,
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See attached file that we need your help filling in the highlighted cells for KCPL.

 

For the Xcel Energy (Southwestern Public Service Company--SPS) rate case, we need the same 
information for locations receiving service in the Panhandle and the South Plains region of Texas; 
specifically in and around Amarillo and Channing, Texas. Some locations we have identified are the 
Amarillo VA Health Care System and, the J. Marvin Jones Federal Building but we are certain there are 
more locations.

 

Please call me with any questions and I thank you for your help with this matter as I know you are super 
busy with other commitments,

 

 

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044

TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445

 

 

 

 

<Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx>

--

Lee Ann Walker

Public Utilities Specialist

GSA Energy Division - PMAA

National Energy and Water Management Center (NEWMC)

Google Voice  817-382-2567 (rings both of my phones)

Office Phone: 817-978-8594

Droid:   
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Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx
Date: Thu, 2 Apr 2015 09:06:30 -0500
From: LeeAnn Walker - PMAA <leeann.walker@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAFY97f7VYS=p0ivm30J-cYZfBU+3urEW0XDkP6EgBYqXtyDC1w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 57fce932de03edb36bf818d5c078430d

I can't find any of those buildings, so they must all be delegated. 
 

On Thu, Apr 2, 2015 at 8:39 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi LeeAnn,

I got a request below.  Can you tell how many of those buildings are under GSA.  I see USPS in the list do 
you know if that is under GSA?

Also can we get bills from 2014 for then ones that are under us?

 

lariza

Inicio del mensaje reenviado: 

De: "  
Fecha: 1 de abril de 2015, 2:06:59 PM EDT 
Para: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Asunto: RE: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

Lariza,

 

For Kansas: we need to complete the billing info for the Whitaker Courthouse, the Federal Reserve 
Bank, Internal Revenue Serve, USPS (Mid-America District), NARA (Central Plains Field Offices), and 
other customers receiving service from KCP&L. See attached file that shows the highlighted cells for 
info we are missing for KCP&L.

 

For Texas: we need billing information (one bill at least) for locations receiving service in the Panhandle 
and the South Plains region of Texas; specifically in and around Amarillo and Channing, Texas that 
receive service from Xcel Energy (Southwestern Public Service Company--SPS). Some locations we have 
identified are the Amarillo VA Health Care System, and the J. Marvin Jones Federal Building, but we are 
certain there are more locations.

 

The sooner we can get the info the better, as we need if for our testimony that is due in about two 
weeks.

 

Please feel free to call me with questions about the request. Thanks!

 

 

 

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044

TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445
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From: On Behalf Of Lariza Sepulveda 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 10:54 AM 
To:  
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

 

Hi Felipe,

 

I did not get an opportunity to call you back yesterday.  We are attending hearings for the 
exelon/pepco merger case 1119 all week.

 

I will try to call today during one of the breaks, and please feel fre to send me an email with your 
inquiries if they are time sensitive.

 

Regards

Lariza

On Thursday, March 12, 2015, wrote:

Lariza,

 

For the Pantex Plant, the applicable SPS rate is LGST Large Gen Service, and the facility has on-site 
generation that receives backup service from SPS’s standby tariff and credits for excess production of 
the on-site facility.

 

For the KCP account, under KCP&L, the applicable rate schedule is Large Power Service - 1 PGSV. 

 

I saw the bills that you sent earlier – thank you for your help with that. Please let me know if you have 
any other questions.

 

 

Respectfully,

 

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044

 

 

 

 

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 12:42 PM 
To: Felipe A. Salcedo 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx
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Hi Felipe,

 

Under what rate schedule are the facilities you are representing in this case?

 

I will check to see if the GSA facilities in Kansas are under the same schedule.

 

 

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 10, 2015, at 11:52 wrote:

Lariza,

 

I just wanted to follow up on the request for billing info on facilities in Kansas and Texas --- see below. 
As you know we are on a tight deadline on this. Thank you for your help with this request. 

 

Thanks,

 

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 6, 2015, at 8:59 AM, Felipe A. Salcedo <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com> wrote:

Lariza,

 

See attached file that we need your help filling in the highlighted cells for KCPL.

 

For the Xcel Energy (Southwestern Public Service Company--SPS) rate case, we need the same 
information for locations receiving service in the Panhandle and the South Plains region of Texas; 
specifically in and around Amarillo and Channing, Texas. Some locations we have identified are the 
Amarillo VA Health Care System and, the J. Marvin Jones Federal Building but we are certain there are 
more locations.

 

Please call me with any questions and I thank you for your help with this matter as I know you are super 
busy with other commitments,

 

 

Felipe A. Salcedo

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044

TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445
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Subject: Constellation Briefing Sheet
Date: Wed, 22 Apr 2015 16:28:21 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Chelsea Waliser - P <chelsea.waliser@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov>,  Andrew Blumenfeld - PQ 

<andrew.blumenfeld@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Mark 
Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Steven Schwartz - WPH 
<steve.schwartz@gsa.gov>,  Rebecca Hayes - PQB <rebecca.hayes@gsa.gov>, Lariza 
Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve30MT4CD71c+040Ep-4QWx0uMifwQqvHZ6pZu2KmfZ6UQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a115d4e709b806ad08def15f2797d7e7
Attachments: Constellation Administrator April 23 2015 briefing memo.docx 

Chelsea, 
 

Attached is a briefing sheet for the Administrator's meeting tomorrow with Constellation.  Please let 
me know if you need additional information or have any questions.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: RE: Cost of capital witness
Date: Thu, 2 Apr 2015 17:04:23 +0000
From: "Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ" <khojasteh.davoodi@navy.mil>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID:

<029B22D4D957214DBEE29F50FFEED28B1679EDE3@NAEAWNYDXV02V.nadsusea.nads.
navy.mil>

MD5: 61b036f507f49e184c9391b3a694802f
Attachments: smime.p7s 

Thanks Lariza. This is enough, don’t worry about calling. I’m sure you have enough in your plate with the 
pepco case. 

Thanks,

Kay

 

 
From: largsa@gmail.com [mailto:largsa@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Lariza Sepulveda 
Sent: Thursday, April 02, 2015 12:59 PM 
To: Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ 
Subject: Fwd: Cost of capital witness

 
Hi Kay,

 
Dan Lawton was recommended by our senior economists and expert witness in DC and mD.

Dennis has been working with us for a few years now, he is very knoledgeable and professional.

 

See his email below. You can tell Mr Lawton  he was refered to you by Dennis Goins through 
GSA.

 

I will call you after the break.  The exelon/pepco merger is having a lot of opposition.

 

Regards

Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Thursday, April 2, 2015 
Subject: Cost of capital witness 
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

the Navy should call:

 

Dan Lawton - 512.322.0019

 

he's in Austin and is very good.  tell the Navy to use me as the referral, and he'll be happy to talk 
w/ them.  i've worked w/ Dan on numerous cases.
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Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

 

This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended 
recipient, please advise by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to 
others.  Thank you.

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Lariza Sepulveda 

To: Dennis Goins 

Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2015 1:45 PM

Subject: Cost of capital witness

 
Dennis,

Â Can you recommend someone that especialices in testifying in cost of capital?

 

Lariza

 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (5)



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Federal Water Efficiency
Date: Wed, 1 Apr 2015 15:28:20 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov>
Cc: Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov>, "Ron Allard (WPMABE)" 

<ronald.allard@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-8473777222444457272@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 28cf4a7e01813666baaf38ffd466fac5

Wonderful 8 am works.  I will try to come to your office.  If u can set up a call in # just in case.  
 

Lariza 

Enviado desde mi iPhone

El abr 1, 2015, a las 2:09 PM, Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> escribió: 

Sounds good - I'm good at 8 tomorrow morning.

Joe Eberly
CEM, CEA, LEED Green Associate 
Building Management Specialist 
NCR Energy Branch 
U.S. General Services Administration 

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:28 PM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

Joe,

I can be on that call with you.  Tomorrow would be better.  I can do 8am.

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:21 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wonderful!  Lets talk today tomorrow at your convenience.   
I am available today after 2 pm and tomorrow from 8 am to 10 am and after 2 pm.

I am at the DC Public service comission all wee follow hearings on pepco/Exelon merger  case.

I can be flexible, just give a time and i will call in.

Regards

Lariza

Enviado desde mi iPhone

El abr 1, 2015, a las 12:57 PM, Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> escribió: 

Hi Lariza,

It seems appropriate that GSA is involved with this effort. Our office does track water consumption and 
reductions. I think it would be more appropriate that you address it with Ron and Amy because they 
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Subject: Draft of GSA - Pepco/Exelon interaction
Date: Wed, 23 Dec 2015 15:53:31 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0zGnoE8Z-=dN+b6wBheSuSgR2zkwCd4Jvm49mN8KgN-g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b270a796f2c005f2c7a5890d68e13785
Attachments: SummaryGSAPepcoExeloninteractionsMergerCase.docx 

Steve, 
 

Here is a draft of interactions that I am aware of between GSA and Pepco/Exelon regarding the merger. 
 

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Wash Post article - online
Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 22:01:04 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <   

Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2aY8y5wQKs2g9S+GuX-UaP8NW=DAEPw64rDJHO=a2sfg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 290986906a4a7d83d16aeb721fff185c

Regulatory Team, 

See attached online Washington Post article.  The print edition generally differs a bit so it will be 
interesting to see if there are any changes in the morning paper and what they may be.  GSA officials 
declined to comment for the article.  

I'll finalize summary of reply brief items to send up the chain for your review per our discussion first 
thing in morning.  In light of article, it will be important to file reply briefs to defend our positions.  The 
article will ensure Dennis' prediction that joint settlement parties (particularly the City and Pepco) will 
critique our positions.  The last comment is interesting from an industry observer in that "late" 
comments are generally discounted.  While that is generally the case, this case is anything but typical.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

GSA urges regulators to 
reject current Pepco-Exelon 
merger deal

Resize Text 
Print Article 
Comments 0

By Aaron C. Davis and Thomas Heath December 17 at 8:22 PM   

The U.S. agency that pays the government’s electric bills and is the largest 
consumer of energy in the nation’s capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a 
multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it provides a better deal for 
U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed 
merger of D.C.-based Pepco and Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon 
fails a key test: to treat large energy users -  like the federal government -  
fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at the expense of 
federal taxpayers and, therefore, “should be found not to be in the public 
interest” unless changes are made, the agency said in the filings reviewed by 
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The Washington Post.

The GSA’s decision, made in an “initial brief” filing, is not a formal statement 
of opposition. But it surprised opponents of the proposed $6.4 billion deal, 
which would create the largest electric utility holding company in the country.

“We’re super-excited. I did not see it coming,” said Anya Schoolman, who has 
helped lead an energetic but poorly funded group of environmentalists and 
clean-energy advocates against the merger. Schoolman said the GSA filing 
puts the city’s largest electric customer squarely against key parts of the 
agreement and raises a new question about whether the D.C. Public Service 
Commission could reject parts of the plan or modify it.

“Exelon has been saying it’s all or nothing, take it or leave it,” she said of the 
compromise negotiated by Mayor Muriel E. Bowser’s office. “So we’re going to 
advocate for leaving it.”

The GSA’s decision represents a reversal of what the agency has said its role is 
in evaluating the merger. In interviews, GSA officials had said the merger 
evaluation period is not the time for the agency to make a stand on fighting 
disproportionate rates for commercial customers. But the filing Wednesday 
takes a different tack, saying that commercial ratepayers should be 
compensated for the merger to go through.

An email to two GSA representatives asking for an explanation of the decision 
was not returned Thursday.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin said the administration negotiated a good 
deal for the whole city.

“Through months of negotiations and engagement of many interested parties, 
the administration was able to reach a settlement that best serves residents 
and business owners with a $78 million investment in affordability, reliability 
and sustainability,” he said. “The application is now in the hands of the 
independent Public Service Commission who will ultimately approve or reject 
the merger.”

Because of the timing, the impact of the government’s reversal was not 
immediately clear. Often late filings carry little or no weight. The GSA declined 
to file comments for or against the merger before a deadline to make the 
federal government’s position part of the legal record in the regulatory case. 
And early this month, the GSA excused itself from its role in cross-examining 
the two companies in hearings before the Public Service Commission. A 
decision from the PSC is expected early next year.

Representatives from Pepco and Exelon, in a joint statement, maintained that 
the merger was good for all parties involved: “All customers, including the 
GSA, will benefit from merger commitments now before the commission 
including improvements in service reliability, investment in sustainability and 
the economy of the District, and synergy savings that will go back to customers 
through rates that are lower than they would be absent the merger.”
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The GSA’s move complicates a mega-merger that has already become mired in 
accusations of pay-to-play politics in the District. After approvals in other 
states, the PSC initially rejected the merger in August.

But Exelon and Pepco lobbied nonprofit organizations across the city to 
publicly support the merger, saying millions in philanthropic donations would 
be dependent on the merger going through. Exelon has since mounted a major 
public relations campaign to build support, including hiring the head of a 
political action committee that backed Bowser to lobby her administration on 
the merger. The hiring of the lobbyist and former head of FreshPAC, Earl 
“Chico” Harkin, was first reported by WAMU-FM.

For that and other reasons, the merger has become a thorny issue for Bowser 
(D). After the merger was initially rejected, she put herself at the center of the 
deal, directing City Administrator Rashad Young and administration attorney 
Mark Tuohey to privately negotiate a package of about $70 million in 
concessions from the companies. That included short-term rate relief for 
residents and for environmental projects. Bowser then threw the full weight of 
her administration behind the deal and successfully urged D.C. regulators to 
fast-track a second review of the deal.

An analyst who studies such mergers said the GSA’s decision not to support 
the merger is probably an attempt to get a better deal from Exelon.

“It looks like a party in the case is trying to extract better terms for itself, 
which is not unusual in this kind of proceeding,” said Paul Patterson, a utility 
analyst for Glenrock Associates. “I would be surprised if, in and of itself, it has 
a critical impact on the proceedings.”
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Subject: Re: WAMU Article
Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 13:41:03 -0500
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKjXLg3ZimpRwfhqKjWMLB9NZwCKs_+qJZWE+395Gg5cMokf5w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4d868661f17720b0a287db2e375c1870

Yes it was quite an article and I suppose there will be more to come.  Do you know your and Lariza's 
holiday schedules? I will be out 23-28th of Dec.   
 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:51 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

John,

Lariza is on vacation and I was in some meetings this morning.   That was quite an article.  

Ken 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 11:39 AM, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> wrote:

wow.  Thanks.  Are you guys in today? I was just up on 5 looking for you

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 11:13 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Exelon Paid FreshPAC Chairman To Lobby 
D.C. Government About Merger

By: Patrick Madden
December 16, 2015

1
comments

(AP Photo/Pablo Martinez Monsivais)

The chairman of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser (shown) was paid by Exelon to lobby city 
officials, records show.

Records show the head of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser was paid 
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by Exelon to lobby city officials, raising new questions about the Bowser administration's handling of the 

proposedhigh-stakes merger between Pepco and Exelon.

The chairman of FreshPAC, Earl "Chico" Horton III, was hired by the power company on Sept. 30. That 

same week, the Bowser administration announced it would work with Exelon to reach a "settlement 

agreement" that would net a better deal for D.C., allowing the merger to move forward. Until then, Bowser 

had supported D.C. regulators' decision to reject the merger.

The controversial FreshPAC -  which was founded by close associates of Bowser -  was shut down in 

November amid concerns it was fostering a "pay-to-play" environment in the D.C. government. The outside 

group had beenraising unlimited funds thanks to a little-known provision in D.C. campaign law. Many of the 

group's donors were individuals or businesses that had ties to millions of dollars in city contracts. Other 

donors were appointed to boards and commissions by the Bowser administration.

Council member Mary Cheh, an outspoken critic of the merger, says she's stunned to learn Exelon hired the 

head of FreshPAC to lobby the District government.

"It feels sleazy and it erodes confidence in sense of good government," says Cheh.

An administrative official with knowledge of the negotiations says lobbyists weren't at the table during talks, 

but it's impossible to verify because the settlement was negotiated in secret.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin says he's "not aware" of any meetings Horton had with Bowser or 

members of her administration. He also defends the administration's handling of the merger and says 

Bowser "believes that the District's negotiated deal is in the best interest of residents and ratepayers."

"I'll leave it to others to play pundit," says Czin when asked about the criticism of Exelon hiring the PAC's 

chairman.

A search of D.C. lobbying records shows that Horton -  a supporter of Mayor Bowser -  and a lawyer at 

Graves, Horton, Askew & Jenkins LLC, had never been hired as a lobbyist before Exelon brought him 

onboard.

On his filing with D.C.'s Board of Ethics and Government Accountability, Horton writes that he was hired to 

lobby officials about the "Exelon - Pepco Holdings Incorporated Merger."

Horton did not return phone calls or emails seeking comment.

The full details of Horton's lobbying efforts won't be known until January. D.C. only requires lobbyists to file 

activity reports twice a year. The document filed on Sept. 30 was a registration form.

Exelon declined to say how much it paid Horton for its lobbying efforts but added this statement:

"Like many corporations, Exelon engages consultants to educate policymakers and the public about the 
company's views and priorities. Naturally, we engaged consultants in the District to help us educate 
people about the enormous affordability, reliability and sustainability benefits our merger with Pepco 
will provide District residents and to help us understand their priorities. These activities are funded 
entirely by shareholder dollars."
While organizers shut down FreshPAC in November and returned money to donors, critics have continued 

to raise concerns about the connection between the pro-Bowser PAC and the Pepco-Exelon merger. For 

example, officials at both Pepco and Exelon refuse to answer whether anyone from FreshPAC tried to solicit 

contributions -  a point raised by several environmental activists at a D.C. Council roundtable held by Cheh 

earlier this week.

Cheh calls the lobbying connection between FreshPAC, Exelon and the Bowser administration "incestuous."

"Ordinary members of the public have little opportunity to really have their interests considered when all of 

the insiders and the corporate interests are at the table doling out benefits to one another while we stand on 

the sidelines hoping that a good decision is made," says Cheh.

But lobbying experts say it's hardly uncommon for people to be hired because of their access to lawmakers.

"This happens all the time," says Lee Drutman, senior fellow at New America (formerly the New America 

Foundation) and author of The Business of America is Lobbying. "A lot of lobbyists in Washington are hired 

because they have relationships with particular offices in Congress, the White House -  whatever it is," says 

Drutman. "They know how to get into see key decision makers and they also know what to say to key 

decision makers."

In early 2016, D.C.'s Public Service Commission will announce whether it approves the settlement deal and 

allows the merger to go forward.

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762
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Subject: Fwd: Exelon/Pepco Merger - Washington, DC
Date: Mon, 16 Mar 2015 13:35:58 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWDvy_wwqrtnTeDQ1oV1m2eyag5JJSm6Rs=f3GAJJYeqw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1fa7174f0868edff3053b487a425e30b

Current and ongoing GSA utility regulatory activities. 

 

DDOT Undergrounding Surcharge:

GSA findings that a surcharge that PEPCO will be seeking to collect on behalf of D.C. for costs associated 
with putting residential electricity lines and infrastructure underground is a tax.  We are working with 
Office of general counsel looking at the surcharge and we conclude that it represents a tax which GSA 
would be without authority to pay. 

This view has been echoed by a number of other Federal entities that we have communicated with.  
GSA OGC met with DOJ's Tax Division last week to confirm that DOJ shares our view and would be 
prepared to defend GSA if/when challenged for failure to pay the surcharge. We are following up with 
DOJ with some additional information, they do share our view.

GSA filed comments of our findings at the DC public Service Commission.  It is public record and the 
Company and the City  should be aware.

Our next step is to find a way to stop payment, to reach out to PEPCO and DC program and attorneys to 
alert them to our concerns and potential intent to not pay the surcharge when it starts showing up on 
our bills.

FERC :

                   GSA in conjuction with Army filed to intervene in the PJM filling at  FERC Docket No. 
ER15-623-000.  GSA along with PJM Industrial Customer Coalition opposed PJM proposal                       
 for resolving cost allocation issues in the pending Capacity Performance proceeding.

Pepco/Exelon Merger case in DC and MD

Currently participating in the settlement meetings. 

To ensure that the merger: (1) Enhances opportunities to lower supply costs for Federal agencies; (2) 
Improves reliability/quality of service for Federal facilities; and (3) Will not conflict with Federal 
goals/objectives. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Re: Exelon/Pepco Merger - Washington, DC
Date: Mon, 16 Mar 2015 10:01:36 -0400
From: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CABCe4BbBhV=F-Ku+Y_=wY3zSH8t6CwsdB4RmqmYdyU8WojYYqg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 97ee99edba087108c174ce76626db5dd

Ken,  
 

Thanks for the additional background information on this.  Please keep me posted on progress.

Norm  

On Fri, Mar 13, 2015 at 4:58 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Norm,

As a quick follow-up to our conversation regarding the merger and GSA's role in it, we've pulled 
together a quick summary for you.  The discussion items with PEPCO are internal to GSA.  Let us know if 
you need anything on this.

Ken Shutika

Lariza Sepulveda

GSA, Energy Division  

On Tue, Mar 10, 2015 at 7:20 PM, Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry

Thanks for the visibility on this issue.  Appreciate the offer for a more detailed discussion on the 
specifics.  Copying Johnetta to schedule a quick discussion on this.  Thanks.   

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 10, 2015, at 1:02 PM, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Norm:  Expect you're already aware of an impending surcharge that PEPCO will be seeking to collect on 
behalf of D.C. for costs associated with putting residential electricity lines and infrastructure 
underground.  

OGC has been working closely with your staff in looking at this surcharge, and our current thinking is 
that it represents a tax which GSA would be without authority to pay.  This view has been echoed by a 
number of other Federal entities that we have communicated with.  Moreover, Richard, Leonard and I 
met with DOJ's Tax Division last week to confirm that DOJ shares our view and would be prepared to 
defend GSA if/when challenged for failure to pay the surcharge.  We are following up with DOJ with 
some additional information, but believe they do share our view.

Next step, we think, is to reach out to PEPCO and DC program and attorneys to alert them to our 
concerns and potential intent to not pay the surcharge when it starts showing up on our bills.  Since this 
has been a hot button issue locally, wanted to make sure you were aware of current status, and offer 
up a briefing if you'd like one.

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
mailto:norman.dong@gsa.gov
mailto:barry.segal@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: PEPCO settlement - Mont.Co. and PG Co.
Date: Tue, 17 Mar 2015 14:44:53 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3fj7NE3nWjMOQEt_0VONn20dPQyoF69OytUddFzFe4eQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: c48508f36fff9ecf13a0e1ca814cafa2

FYI.  See below.  Do we want to reach back out to PEPCO? 
 

Ken

Tuesday, March 17, 2015 10:18 AM ET

Exelon, Pepco pledge Md. bill credits, solar and 
grid investments in merger settlement

Article
Related Content

To receive real-time alerts for stories on similar topics, click here.
By Darren Sweeney
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Md. attorney general, other 
intervenors urge PSC to reject 
Exelon/Pepco merger - Thursday, 
March 05, 2015 12:11 PM

FERC accuses trader of outright 
lying in yet another PJM 
manipulative behavior case -
Wednesday, March 11, 2015 4:53 PM

Poll shows Md. voter opposition to 
Exelon/Pepco merger as 
companies back settlement -
Tuesday, March 10, 2015 4:51 PM

Exelon Corp. and Pepco Holdings Inc. announced March 17 that they have reached a settlement agreement with 
Montgomery and Prince George's counties in their proposed merger case pending before the Maryland Public Service 
Commission.

The two counties represent all of Pepco Holdings utility Potomac Electric Power Co.'s customers in the state and 
nearly three-fourths of Pepco Holdings' total customers in Maryland, the companies said in a news release.

The proposed merger will combine Chicago-headquartered Exelon's three electric and gas utilities -  Baltimore Gas 
and Electric Co., Commonwealth Edison Co. and PECO Energy Co.  - with Washington, D.C.-headquartered Pepco 
Holdings' three electric and gas utilities -  Atlantic City Electric Co., Delmarva Power & Light Co. and Potomac Electric 
Power Co.

The settlement, subject to the approval by the Maryland PSC, was filed by Exelon and Pepco Holdings and signed by 
Montgomery County, Prince George's County, the National Consumer Law Center, National Housing Trust, Maryland 
Affordable Housing Coalition, the Housing Association of Nonprofit Developers and a consortium of nine recreational 
trail advocacy organizations led by the Mid-Atlantic Off-Road Enthusiasts, according to the news release. (Maryland 
PSC Case No. 9361)

The settlement includes commitments from the companies aimed at providing benefits to customers and the state 
through a combination of bill credits, funding for energy-efficiency programs and renewables investments, low-
income customer assistance and other provisions.

The companies committed to provide $36.8 million in bill credits, which amounts to approximately $50 per Pepco 
and Delmarva Power customer. The funding would come from a proposed $94.4 million customer investment fund.

The remaining $57.6 million will go toward funding energy-efficiency programs designated by the counties and the 
PSC, Exelon and Pepco said.

Other commitments include:

* A commitment to help lower certain energy bills by dedicating at least 20% of the energy efficiency funds to 
programs targeting low- and moderate-income customers.

* A $50 million "Green Sustainability Fund" to stimulate investment in solar, energy storage and other distributed 
generation throughout Pepco Holdings' service territory.

* A commitment to accelerate Pepco and Delmarva Power's reliability improvements by 2018 or face financial 
penalties if they fall short.

* Development of 15 MW of solar generation, with 5 MW each in Montgomery County, Prince George's County and 
the Delmarva Power service territory in Maryland. Prince George's has also entered into power purchase agreement 
with Exelon that the companies indicate will lead to the development of an additional 5 MW of solar generation. The 
electricity will be provided to the county free of charge for a set period of time.

* A commitment to file a proposal with the Maryland PSC for public-purpose microgrid projects in the Pepco service 
territory, including one project each in Prince George's County and Montgomery County.

* A commitment for Pepco and Delmarva Power to request that the PSC initiate a "grid-of-the-future" proceeding to 
examine opportunities to transform the electric grid through smart grid technology, microgrids, renewable resources 
and distributed generation. Exelon said it will provide up to $500,000 for the PSC to retain a consultant to study 
relevant issues and facilitate the proceeding.

* A commitment to work with PSC staff and other stakeholders to accelerate and enhance Pepco and Delmarva 
Power's energy-efficiency initiatives.

* A $4 million commitment to support workforce development programs in Prince George's County, Montgomery 
County and the Delmarva Power service territory in Maryland.

* Development of recreational trails along certain Pepco transmission corridors.

The settlement follows a pledge by Exelon and Pepco to enhance their proposed package of merger benefits in 
Maryland and Washington, D.C.

The merger received the blessing of the New Jersey Board of Public Utilities in February. Pepco shareholders 
approved the deal in September 2014, followed by the approval of the Virginia State Corporation Commission in 
October 2014 and FERC in November 2014.

Exelon and Pepco also have reached a settlement agreement in the Maryland proceeding with The Alliance for Solar 
Choice.

Under terms of the merger, Exelon will pay $27.25 per share in cash to acquire each outstanding common share of 
Pepco Holdings. In addition, Exelon will also assume approximately $5.5 billion in net debt.

The companies have said they expect the deal to be completed in the second or third quarter.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Timeline request
Date: Mon, 16 Mar 2015 14:35:47 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 

<kyle.ragan@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWt_e33o0YpeOYgiE3938M+JZust9On66GDqAR0zLDJKQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 67f62dd20665f85f36aca2ce8dce8adb
Attachments: GSAPHIExelonMerger - Google Docs.pdf 

Hi Scott, 
 

Attached is a summary of GSA activities in the DC Exelon/PHI merger case.  GSA has been participating 
in settlements discussions and some

of the items in this attachment are confidential.

Let us know if this is a good format, and we will send you a one pagers on other ongoing GSA activities 
in DC.  

Hope this is helpful!

Best

Lariza

On Tue, Mar 10, 2015 at 1:30 PM, Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Ken, Lariza and Kyle,

Hope you all are well. 

Ken, Tony mentioned talking to you in the kitchen and we wanted to follow up and ask for a very brief 
timeline of all DC/WMATA/GSA connected activities around energy buying or anything else. We know 
there are a lot of balls in the air and want to help understand what is pressing today versus what we 
could expect longer term. 

We're not asking for a huge effort, just a quick doc outlining main events and timing, so we can keep 
our heads clear. 

We appreciate all the great things you all are doing. Looking forward to continuing to work with y'all...

Thank you,

Scott 

--

Scott P. MacRae
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: DC DDOT follow up...
Date: Tue, 10 Mar 2015 23:01:45 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVbPXR2BbzDz=dtmnh_XEzehfv7LdciY=e6+t6AF+ZCaQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1a2087c3f1a26856895e6784345d2e6c

 

Exelon-Pepco merger Formal Case No. 1119. 

 

GSA is a formal party on this case;, we are in the process of outlining GSA's position and/or request. 

The first settlement conference took place on October 14, .....

    

We are exploring the 3 items below in preparation for the settlement.

1.  Will GSA publicly endorse Exelon's acquisition of PHI?

2.  Is GSA publicly willing to recommend approval of the merger but only subject to specific conditions? 

3.  If the answer to #2 is yes, what are those conditions:  immediate rate reduction to reflect merger 
savings, ring-fencing to prevent intracorporate subsidies, specific performance measures, concessions 
to GSA? 

best regards

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division

GSA Central Office

1800 F Street NW

Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon/PEPCO merger - MD
Date: Mon, 13 Apr 2015 11:14:51 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <4778311608784294010@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 82c33ab083e00ef9311b5e053fee3c48

It is going to be challenging. 

Enviado desde mi iPhone 
El abr 13, 2015, a las 9:01 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> escribió: 

 

Still contentious.

Friday, April 10, 2015 5:05 PM ET 

NRG, other intervenors protest Exelon/Pepco 
merger settlements in Maryland

Article
Related Content

To receive real-time alerts for stories on similar topics, click here.
By Amy Poszywak
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

US) 4/6/2015

Users Also Read

Pepco grid problems trigger White 
House, DC blackout; no plant 
explosion found - Tuesday, April 07, 
2015 4:17 PM

Analyst, Moeller weigh in on FERC 
delay in ruling on PJM capacity 
performance proposal -Wednesday, 
April 01, 2015 1:25 PM

Bernstein analysis identifies 'most 
likely' US utility combinations -
 Monday, March 30, 2015 6:02 PM

PJM seeks to delay capacity 
auction to allow FERC to rule on 
proposed reforms - Tuesday, April 07, 
2015 5:46 PM

Del. PSC to wait on Maryland, DC 
before deciding on Exelon/Pepco 
deal - Tuesday, April 07, 2015 6:29 PM

With the deadline for a regulatory decision on Exelon Corp.'s proposed acquisition of Pepco Holdings Inc. inching 
closer in Maryland, new intervenor filings have revealed concerns surrounding settlements recently filed in the case.

Responses to proposed settlements between the companies and the Alliance for Solar Choice, Montgomery and 
Prince George's counties, the National Consumer Law Center, the National Housing Trust, the Maryland Affordable 
Housing Coalition, the Housing Association of Nonprofit Developers and the Mid-Atlantic Off-Road Enthusiasts were 
due April 6 with the Maryland Public Service Commission. The commission is scheduled to issue a decision on 
thedeal by May 8.

Kevin Lucas, director of policy, planning and analysis at the Maryland Energy Administration, said in testimony that 
the settlements "fail to mitigate the significant harms presented by the merger," despite Exelon and Pepco asserting 
that their approval will "resolve all contested issues" in the commission's proceeding. The MEA believes approval of 
the deal would not be consistent with the public interest.

"Certain of the alleged [settlement] benefits reflect actions that are already required by law, could be required by the 
Commission absent the merger, or are sufficiently speculative that they should not be considered merger-related 
benefits," Lucas said in testimony. "In addition, while presented as 'benefits,' some of the promised improvements 
will be developed through substantial ratepayer funded capital investments on which the companies will seek to 
earn a return."

NRG Energy Inc., through testimony submitted by Peter Fuller, vice president for market and regulatory affairs for 
NRG's east region, which includes Maryland, highlighted uncompetitive aspects of the proposed settlements, 
sayingthey are destructive to competition in three markets: solar power in Maryland, microgrids in Maryland and 
alternatives to grid-sourced power.

"By throttling competition in these vital markets, the partial settlement will inflict significant and long-lasting harm 
on Maryland consumers in terms of fewer competitive options, less competitive pressure on market prices, and less 
innovation in new energy-related technologies and products," Fuller said.

The Office of People's Counsel also took issue with the settlements, in particular arguing that they do not consider 
effects the merger will have on customers. Instead, the settlement agreements focus only on the interests of the 
select group of parties to it, the Office of People's Counsel said.

"The import of the settlement agreements presented to the Commission in this case is further reduced because the 
interveners that signed on to these settlement agreements have not litigated all the issues presented by the 
proposed acquisition," the group said in testimony. "In particular, the parties to the settlement agreements did not 
address the issue of whether the proposed acquisition would result in harm to Pepco and [Delmarva Power & Light 
Co.] customers."

Exelon on April 10 said it and Pepco Holdings welcome input from all stakeholders but firmly believe the parties' 
criticisms of both the settlement agreements and the merger itself are without merit.

"Customer rates will not rise, and competition will not be reduced as a result of the merger between Exelon and 
[Pepco Holdings], nor this settlement," the company said in an email. "Rather, the settlement advances public 
interests in Maryland and provides specific and significant commitments that directly address speculation that 
merging with Exelon would cause Pepco and Delmarva Power to not pursue energy efficiency, renewables, 
microgrids or enabling technologies for customers."

When all of the facts are considered, Exelon spokesman Paul Elsberg said, the company believes the merger meets 
the test of providing meaningful benefits to customers and communities throughout Maryland. Citing a new 
economic analysis, Exelon said the financial and reliability commitments offered as part of the merger will result in 
up to $855 million in benefits to Maryland's economy and the merger is projected to add up to 9,000 new jobs.

Exelon and Pepco have faced continued opposition to their planned merger from certain intervenors in Maryland, 
including the Office of People's Counsel, the MEA and the state's attorney general. (Case No. 9361)

In addition to approval by the Maryland PSC, the companies are awaiting approval from regulators in Washington, 
D.C., and in Delaware, where a settlement is awaiting approval.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx
Date: Thu, 2 Apr 2015 09:39:16 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: LeeAnn Walker - PMAA <leeann.walker@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-7727564713413725168@unknownmsgid>
MD5: c076e1df44ad236427b883b12a399096
Attachments: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.XLSX 

Hi LeeAnn, 
 

I got a request below.  Can you tell how many of those buildings are under GSA.  I see USPS in the list do 
you know if that is under GSA?

Also can we get bills from 2014 for then ones that are under us?

 

lariza

Inicio del mensaje reenviado: 

De: "Felipe A. Salcedo" <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com> 
Fecha: 1 de abril de 2015, 2:06:59 PM EDT 
Para: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Asunto: RE: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

Lariza,
 
For Kansas: we need to complete the billing info for the Whitaker Courthouse, the Federal 
Reserve Bank, Internal Revenue Serve, USPS (Mid-America District), NARA (Central Plains 
Field Offices), and other customers receiving service from KCP&L. See attached file that shows 
the highlighted cells for info we are missing for KCP&L.
 
For Texas: we need billing information (one bill at least) for locations receiving service in the 
Panhandle and the South Plains region of Texas; specifically in and around Amarillo and 
Channing, Texas that receive service from Xcel Energy (Southwestern Public Service Company--
SPS). Some locations we have identified are the Amarillo VA Health Care System, and the J. 
Marvin Jones Federal Building, but we are certain there are more locations.
 
The sooner we can get the info the better, as we need if for our testimony that is due in about 
two weeks.
 
Please feel free to call me with questions about the request. Thanks!
 
 

 

Felipe A. Salcedo

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little  Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044

TEL  410-992-7500 |  FAX  410-992-3445

fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com
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From: largsa@gmail.com [mailto:largsa@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Lariza  Sepulveda 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 10:54 AM 
To: Felipe A. Salcedo 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

 
Hi Felipe,

 

I did not get an opportunity to call you back yesterday.  We are attending hearings for the 
exelon/pepco merger case 1119 all week.

 

I will try to call today during one of the breaks, and please feel fre to send me an email with your 
inquiries if they are time sensitive.

 
Regards

Lariza

On Thursday, March 12, 2015, Felipe A. Salcedo <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com> wrote:

Lariza,
 
For the Pantex Plant, the applicable SPS rate is LGST Large Gen Service, and the facility has on-
site generation that receives backup service from SPS’s standby tariff and credits for excess 
production of the on-site facility.
 
For the KCP account, under KCP&L, the applicable rate schedule is Large Power Service - 1 
PGSV. 
 
I saw the bills that you sent earlier – thank you for your help with that. Please let me know if you 
have any other questions.
 
 
Respectfully,
 
Felipe A. Salcedo
Exeter Associates, Inc.
10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300
Columbia, Maryland 21044
TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445
fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com
 
 
 
 

From: Lariza  Sepulveda - PMAA  [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 12:42 PM 
To: Felipe A. Salcedo 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

 

Hi Felipe,
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

 

Under what rate schedule are the facilities you are representing in this case?

 

I will check to see if the GSA facilities in Kansas are under the same schedule.

 

 

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 10, 2015, at 11:52 AM, Felipe A. Salcedo <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com> wrote:

Lariza,

 

I just wanted to follow up on the request for billing info on facilities in Kansas and Texas --- see 
below. As you know we are on a tight deadline on this. Thank you for your help with this 
request. 

 

Thanks,

 

Felipe.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 6, 2015, at 8:59 AM, Felipe A. Salcedo <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com> wrote:

Lariza,
 
See attached file that we need your help filling in the highlighted cells for KCPL.
 
For the Xcel Energy (Southwestern Public Service Company--SPS) rate case, we need the same 
information for locations receiving service in the Panhandle and the South Plains region of 
Texas; specifically in and around Amarillo and Channing, Texas. Some locations we have 
identified are the Amarillo VA Health Care System and, the J. Marvin Jones Federal Building 
but we are certain there are more locations.
 
Please call me with any questions and I thank you for your help with this matter as I know you 
are super busy with other commitments,
 
 
Felipe A. Salcedo
Exeter Associates, Inc.
10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300
Columbia, Maryland 21044
TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445
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Subject: Re: Direct Access in California support letter
Date: Wed, 8 Apr 2015 17:47:27 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ" <khojasteh.davoodi@navy.mil>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWsD7sTgunTySjBj3RvLMDo21YkTf+JbhWpmcZXp+-p9A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8fa9dc3b044736708b268886203511a1

kay,  Thank you.  I do remember actually we had talked before about the California case also. 
 

Sorry I could not make today's call.  The Exelon merger hearings are still going on.  We are going to 
intervene in the Peco case in Philadelphia.

We also got a letter from DOJ supporting our findings that the DC plug surcharge reads like a Tax.  We 
are working internally and the plan is to send a notice to the city and the company .

I hope you are having a a good week!

lariza

On Wed, Apr 8, 2015 at 10:12 AM, Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ 
<khojasteh.davoodi@navy.mil> wrote: 
Hi Lariza, 
Direct Access group (DACC) in California approached us to join them, but we told them this is on the 
legislative side and we don't have the authority. If you recall in Virginia, there was an issue on the 
legislative side that dealt with the changes to certain Dominion Virginia Power charges; and we all 
agreed that none of us have the authority to comment  on the legislative issues. 

Regards, 
Kay 

-----Original Message----- 
From: largsa@gmail.com [mailto:largsa@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Lariza Sepulveda 
Sent: Wednesday, April 08, 2015 9:25 AM 
To: Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ 
Subject: Fwd: Direct Access in California support letter 

Hi Kay, 

I received the email below from our colleague in the California region.  I would like to get your thoughts 
oaths action. 

Could we comment or send a letter as well? 

Call me at your convenience.  I will be in the office today. 

Gracias 
Lariza 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mark Levi - 9P3PME <mark.levi@gsa.gov> 
Date: Tue, Apr 7, 2015 at 10:43 AM 
Subject: Fwd: Direct Access in California support letter 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

This is with regards to a legislative effort in California to re-open direct access; wanted to refer it for 
consideration for the rate interventions program. I know if you want to support the change GSA would 
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act independently or with other agencies, not with Constellation's lobbyist, so just take this as 
background information. 

California froze direct access in 2001 following the energy crisis. We got most of our large facilities in 
the PG&E, Southern California Edison, and SDG&E territories onto direct access before the freeze so are 
grandfathered. I believe the Navy got out also, but I think most other agencies are frozen onto bundled 
service. We have several major facilities frozen onto direct access because they were constructed or 
returned from delegations after the freeze - the USGS Research Campus, Menlo Park; Coyle USCH, 
Fresno; San Francisco FB; San Diego USCH Annex. 

We've generally saved a cent or so through competitive contracts, so there's a significant financial 
benefit to the federal government from being able to compete for electricity. 

thanks 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Lynch, Mary:(BSC) <Mary.Lynch@constellation.com> 
Date: Tue, Apr 7, 2015 at 9:05 AM 
Subject: Direct Access in California support letter 
To: "Mark Levi (mark.levi@gsa.gov <mailto:mark.levi@gsa.gov> )" <mark.levi@gsa.gov 
<mailto:mark.levi@gsa.gov> > 

Hello, Mark 

It was good to talk with you yesterday. As we discussed, attached is the coalition letter to support 
Senate Bill 286, which is intended to open up direct access retail choice in California.  GSA’s 
authorization to add its name and logo to this effort before the bill is heard on April 21 would be 
terrific.  The letter will be submitted on or around April 17. 

Alternatively, as we discussed, GSA could send its own letter of support.  If that is your preference, I 
have attached a list of the Senate Committee members, and their Sacramento addresses.  If you prefer 
this route, we could take care of hand delivering the letter for you to each of the Committee members, 
if you send your letter to us electronically. 

Many thanks, and please do not hesitate to call if there are any questions. 

Thanks 

Mary Lynch 

Vice President, Regulatory and Legislative Affairs 

916 606 0783 <tel:916%20606%200783> 

This Email message and any attachment may contain information that is proprietary, legally privileged, 
confidential and/or subject to copyright belonging to Exelon Corporation or its affiliates ("Exelon"). This 
Email is intended solely for the use of the person(s) to which it is addressed. If you are not an intended 
recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivery of this Email to the intended recipient(s), 
you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this Email is strictly 
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Subject: Re: does 9 am tomorrow works for you? Federal Water Efficiency
Date: Wed, 8 Apr 2015 14:13:10 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov>
Cc: Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov>, "Ron Allard (WPMABE)" 

<ronald.allard@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiU4QQi_HM-0_-GbP96q+0ijuejMJHVbzFPtGdZasgxq=A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a84c4e9b2141484212c8adde6d4dac2e

Wonderful.  We are all on board for 9 am tomorrow.  What is the room # where we will meet at NCR? 

Lariza 

On Wed, Apr 8, 2015 at 2:06 PM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

Yes, I am available.  Thanks.

On Wed, Apr 8, 2015 at 1:53 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi guys,

DC water is available tomorrow at 9 am to meet with us.  Amy your meeting starts at 10 am , and Joe 
mentioned he is available in the morning.  

Let me know and I can arrange, we can meet in your office if more convenient

regards

Lariza.

On Tue, Apr 7, 2015 at 9:38 AM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

The only meeting I have on Thursday is a 10am which is schedule until 11:30. 

On Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 11:16 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

I spoke with Mr. Jolly and he is out of town early next week and he will be available on Thursday and 
Friday.

Are you guys available on Thursday for a meeting?

Lariza

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:28 PM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

Joe,

I can be on that call with you.  Tomorrow would be better.  I can do 8am.
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On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:21 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wonderful!  Lets talk today tomorrow at your convenience.   
I am available today after 2 pm and tomorrow from 8 am to 10 am and after 2 pm.

I am at the DC Public service comission all wee follow hearings on pepco/Exelon merger  case.

I can be flexible, just give a time and i will call in.

Regards

Lariza

Enviado desde mi iPhone

El abr 1, 2015, a las 12:57 PM, Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> escribió: 

Hi Lariza,

It seems appropriate that GSA is involved with this effort. Our office does track water consumption and 
reductions. I think it would be more appropriate that you address it with Ron and Amy because they 
work with those efforts the most. I've copied them to see their availability. I might be available around 
2 to get on a call, but would want someone else as well.

Regards,

Joe Eberly
CEM, CEA, LEED Green Associate 
Building Management Specialist 
NCR Energy Branch 
U.S. General Services Administration 

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 12:37 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Hi,

Happy April's first day.   This year is just going so fast.

I have a couple of questions for you.  DC water is working on the Federal Bill and they want to look at 
projected water usage per yer for 2016 through 2020.  

There are mandates that required us to reduce water consumption.  

We want to ensure that water rates we get  are fair and resonable; at times it can be challenging with 
WASA given that they are structure different and not regulted by a state body.

They sent this request, do you think it would be helpful for GSA if we provide our stimate water 
consumption for those years?

Have we seen a water usage reduction  for DC accounts?

Does your office manage the water bills?
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I am in hearings at the DC Public service comission all week.  Do you have time today around 1:30 pm or 
2pm to go over this.

Thank you 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ernest Jolly <Ernest.Jolly@dcwater.com> 
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 
Subject: Federal Water Efficiency 
To: "lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

Thanks for your quick response.  Attached are the two documents that are relevant to federal 
agency water usage billing.   As the water utility provider of all federal facilities within the 
District of Columbia, we prepare and submit the Federal Bill which includes projected future 
billing and a true up component based on what actually occurred.  I am requesting your 
assistance in providing your agencies’ projected water usage per year for 2016 thru 2020 or as 
far out as you may have plans to continue to reduce potable water purchases from DC Water.  If 
possible, please breakout major facilities such as the reflection pool, DOD installations, DOH, 
Park Service, etc. 
Please follow up with me on any questions that you may have.  
Also, I propose that we meet at your site on April 8, 9 or 10.  Please let me know your 
availability.   We invite you and your team to visit our Blue Plains facility also.
 
Ernest Jolly, CEM, CEA|  Energy Chief |  DC Water| Office  of the General Manager| ernest.jolly@dcwater.com|  
5000 Overlook Avenue, SW| Washington, D.C. 20032| (202) 787-2370 (office)| (202) 297-4606 (cell)|  

(fax)

Water is Life!  |  Web |   Facebook |   Twitter |   YouTube |   Flickr

 

IMPORTANT NOTICE: The security of electronic mail sent through the Internet 
is
not guaranteed. DC WATER therefore recommends that you do not send 
confidential
information to us via electronic mail, including social security numbers, 
account
numbers, and personal identification numbers unless instructed to do so 
through a
secured site. Delivery, and timely delivery, of electronic mail is also not
guaranteed. DC WATER also recommends that you do not send time-sensitive or
action-oriented messages to us via electronic mail unless instructed to do 

so.

--

Amy Hudson

Public Utility Specialist

Energy Branch

GSA/NCR/PBS

Room 7512

7th and D Sts., SW
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Subject: Re: does 9 am tomorrow works for you? Federal Water Efficiency
Date: Wed, 8 Apr 2015 14:06:31 -0400
From: Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov>, "Ron Allard (WPMABE)" 

<ronald.allard@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAEG+x4qi2S4+mV6jzm8-0rTcjJ4_BiR+wgxNrdA+AUKLBszn1A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2d3fe1d5db29aa01744cc473d479d266

Yes, I am available.  Thanks. 
 

On Wed, Apr 8, 2015 at 1:53 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi guys,

DC water is available tomorrow at 9 am to meet with us.  Amy your meeting starts at 10 am , and Joe 
mentioned he is available in the morning.  

Let me know and I can arrange, we can meet in your office if more convenient

regards

Lariza.

On Tue, Apr 7, 2015 at 9:38 AM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

The only meeting I have on Thursday is a 10am which is schedule until 11:30. 

On Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 11:16 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

I spoke with Mr. Jolly and he is out of town early next week and he will be available on Thursday and 
Friday.

Are you guys available on Thursday for a meeting?

Lariza

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:28 PM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

Joe,

I can be on that call with you.  Tomorrow would be better.  I can do 8am.

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:21 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wonderful!  Lets talk today tomorrow at your convenience.   
I am available today after 2 pm and tomorrow from 8 am to 10 am and after 2 pm.
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I am at the DC Public service comission all wee follow hearings on pepco/Exelon merger  case.

I can be flexible, just give a time and i will call in.

Regards

Lariza

Enviado desde mi iPhone

El abr 1, 2015, a las 12:57 PM, Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> escribió: 

Hi Lariza,

It seems appropriate that GSA is involved with this effort. Our office does track water consumption and 
reductions. I think it would be more appropriate that you address it with Ron and Amy because they 
work with those efforts the most. I've copied them to see their availability. I might be available around 
2 to get on a call, but would want someone else as well.

Regards,

Joe Eberly
CEM, CEA, LEED Green Associate 
Building Management Specialist 
NCR Energy Branch 
U.S. General Services Administration 

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 12:37 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Hi,

Happy April's first day.   This year is just going so fast.

I have a couple of questions for you.  DC water is working on the Federal Bill and they want to look at 
projected water usage per yer for 2016 through 2020.  

There are mandates that required us to reduce water consumption.  

We want to ensure that water rates we get  are fair and resonable; at times it can be challenging with 
WASA given that they are structure different and not regulted by a state body.

They sent this request, do you think it would be helpful for GSA if we provide our stimate water 
consumption for those years?

Have we seen a water usage reduction  for DC accounts?

Does your office manage the water bills?

I am in hearings at the DC Public service comission all week.  Do you have time today around 1:30 pm 
or 2pm to go over this.

Thank you 
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ernest Jolly <Ernest.Jolly@dcwater.com> 
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 
Subject: Federal Water Efficiency 
To: "lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

Thanks for your quick response.  Attached are the two documents that are relevant to federal 
agency water usage billing.   As the water utility provider of all federal facilities within the 
District of Columbia, we prepare and submit the Federal Bill which includes projected future 
billing and a true up component based on what actually occurred.  I am requesting your 
assistance in providing your agencies’ projected water usage per year for 2016 thru 2020 or as 
far out as you may have plans to continue to reduce potable water purchases from DC Water.  If 
possible, please breakout major facilities such as the reflection pool, DOD installations, DOH, 
Park Service, etc. 
Please follow up with me on any questions that you may have.  
Also, I propose that we meet at your site on April 8, 9 or 10.  Please let me know your 
availability.   We invite you and your team to visit our Blue Plains facility also.
 
Ernest Jolly, CEM, CEA|  Energy Chief |  DC Water| Office  of the General Manager| ernest.jolly@dcwater.com|  
5000 Overlook Avenue, SW| Washington, D.C. 20032| (202) 787-2370 (office)| (202) 297-4606 (cell)|  

(fax)

Water is Life!  |  Web |   Facebook |   Twitter |   YouTube |   Flickr

 

IMPORTANT NOTICE: The security of electronic mail sent through the Internet 
is
not guaranteed. DC WATER therefore recommends that you do not send 
confidential
information to us via electronic mail, including social security numbers, 
account
numbers, and personal identification numbers unless instructed to do so 
through a
secured site. Delivery, and timely delivery, of electronic mail is also not
guaranteed. DC WATER also recommends that you do not send time-sensitive or
action-oriented messages to us via electronic mail unless instructed to do 

so.

--

Amy Hudson

Public Utility Specialist

Energy Branch

GSA/NCR/PBS

Room 7512

7th and D Sts., SW

Washington, DC  20407

202.708.4995

 Cell   

--
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Subject: does 9 am tomorrow works for you? Federal Water Efficiency
Date: Wed, 8 Apr 2015 13:53:22 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov>
Cc: Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov>, "Ron Allard (WPMABE)" 

<ronald.allard@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVYUjMMO2zF8OPGarptEaBBaTPr3hCzBBTdJ8PA=xJb0Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 472c8c85f64ea178e85a3d0b34f4eb1b

Hi guys, 
 

DC water is available tomorrow at 9 am to meet with us.  Amy your meeting starts at 10 am , and Joe 
mentioned he is available in the morning.  

Let me know and I can arrange, we can meet in your office if more convenient

regards

Lariza.

On Tue, Apr 7, 2015 at 9:38 AM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

The only meeting I have on Thursday is a 10am which is schedule until 11:30. 

On Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 11:16 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

I spoke with Mr. Jolly and he is out of town early next week and he will be available on Thursday and 
Friday.

Are you guys available on Thursday for a meeting?

Lariza

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:28 PM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

Joe,

I can be on that call with you.  Tomorrow would be better.  I can do 8am.

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:21 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wonderful!  Lets talk today tomorrow at your convenience.   
I am available today after 2 pm and tomorrow from 8 am to 10 am and after 2 pm.

I am at the DC Public service comission all wee follow hearings on pepco/Exelon merger  case.

I can be flexible, just give a time and i will call in.
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Regards

Lariza

Enviado desde mi iPhone

El abr 1, 2015, a las 12:57 PM, Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> escribió: 

Hi Lariza,

It seems appropriate that GSA is involved with this effort. Our office does track water consumption and 
reductions. I think it would be more appropriate that you address it with Ron and Amy because they 
work with those efforts the most. I've copied them to see their availability. I might be available around 
2 to get on a call, but would want someone else as well.

Regards,

Joe Eberly
CEM, CEA, LEED Green Associate 
Building Management Specialist 
NCR Energy Branch 
U.S. General Services Administration 

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 12:37 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Hi,

Happy April's first day.   This year is just going so fast.

I have a couple of questions for you.  DC water is working on the Federal Bill and they want to look at 
projected water usage per yer for 2016 through 2020.  

There are mandates that required us to reduce water consumption.  

We want to ensure that water rates we get  are fair and resonable; at times it can be challenging with 
WASA given that they are structure different and not regulted by a state body.

They sent this request, do you think it would be helpful for GSA if we provide our stimate water 
consumption for those years?

Have we seen a water usage reduction  for DC accounts?

Does your office manage the water bills?

I am in hearings at the DC Public service comission all week.  Do you have time today around 1:30 pm 
or 2pm to go over this.

Thank you 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ernest Jolly <Ernest.Jolly@dcwater.com> 
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 
Subject: Federal Water Efficiency 
To: "lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

Thanks for your quick response.  Attached are the two documents that are relevant to federal 
agency water usage billing.   As the water utility provider of all federal facilities within the 
District of Columbia, we prepare and submit the Federal Bill which includes projected future 
billing and a true up component based on what actually occurred.  I am requesting your 
assistance in providing your agencies’ projected water usage per year for 2016 thru 2020 or as 
far out as you may have plans to continue to reduce potable water purchases from DC Water.  If 
possible, please breakout major facilities such as the reflection pool, DOD installations, DOH, 
Park Service, etc. 
Please follow up with me on any questions that you may have.  
Also, I propose that we meet at your site on April 8, 9 or 10.  Please let me know your 
availability.   We invite you and your team to visit our Blue Plains facility also.
 
Ernest Jolly, CEM, CEA|  Energy Chief |  DC Water| Office  of the General Manager| ernest.jolly@dcwater.com|  
5000 Overlook Avenue, SW| Washington, D.C. 20032| (202) 787-2370 (office)| (202) 297-4606 (cell)|  

(fax)

Water is Life!  |  Web |   Facebook |   Twitter |   YouTube |   Flickr

 

IMPORTANT NOTICE: The security of electronic mail sent through the Internet 
is
not guaranteed. DC WATER therefore recommends that you do not send 
confidential
information to us via electronic mail, including social security numbers, 
account
numbers, and personal identification numbers unless instructed to do so 
through a
secured site. Delivery, and timely delivery, of electronic mail is also not
guaranteed. DC WATER also recommends that you do not send time-sensitive or
action-oriented messages to us via electronic mail unless instructed to do 

so.

--

Amy Hudson

Public Utility Specialist

Energy Branch

GSA/NCR/PBS

Room 7512

7th and D Sts., SW

Washington, DC  20407

202.708.4995

 Cell   

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Federal Water Efficiency
Date: Tue, 7 Apr 2015 10:23:49 -0400
From: Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov>
To: Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ron Allard (WPMABE)" 

<ronald.allard@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOMUAE48Ghqa4+aXvLVJX7Yxbg3=ZASt55-i=WW+x_R5xBi7Zg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0db60c862cc17cddfacd8a8d59b1ff55

Before 10 would be best for me. 
 

Joe Eberly
CEM, CEA, LEED Green Associate 
Building Management Specialist 
NCR Energy Branch 
U.S. General Services Administration 

On Tue, Apr 7, 2015 at 9:38 AM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

The only meeting I have on Thursday is a 10am which is schedule until 11:30. 

On Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 11:16 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

I spoke with Mr. Jolly and he is out of town early next week and he will be available on Thursday and 
Friday.

Are you guys available on Thursday for a meeting?

Lariza

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:28 PM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

Joe,

I can be on that call with you.  Tomorrow would be better.  I can do 8am.

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:21 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wonderful!  Lets talk today tomorrow at your convenience.   
I am available today after 2 pm and tomorrow from 8 am to 10 am and after 2 pm.

I am at the DC Public service comission all wee follow hearings on pepco/Exelon merger  case.

I can be flexible, just give a time and i will call in.

Regards

Lariza

Enviado desde mi iPhone
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

El abr 1, 2015, a las 12:57 PM, Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> escribió: 

Hi Lariza,

It seems appropriate that GSA is involved with this effort. Our office does track water consumption and 
reductions. I think it would be more appropriate that you address it with Ron and Amy because they 
work with those efforts the most. I've copied them to see their availability. I might be available around 
2 to get on a call, but would want someone else as well.

Regards,

Joe Eberly
CEM, CEA, LEED Green Associate 
Building Management Specialist 
NCR Energy Branch 
U.S. General Services Administration 

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 12:37 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Hi,

Happy April's first day.   This year is just going so fast.

I have a couple of questions for you.  DC water is working on the Federal Bill and they want to look at 
projected water usage per yer for 2016 through 2020.  

There are mandates that required us to reduce water consumption.  

We want to ensure that water rates we get  are fair and resonable; at times it can be challenging with 
WASA given that they are structure different and not regulted by a state body.

They sent this request, do you think it would be helpful for GSA if we provide our stimate water 
consumption for those years?

Have we seen a water usage reduction  for DC accounts?

Does your office manage the water bills?

I am in hearings at the DC Public service comission all week.  Do you have time today around 1:30 pm 
or 2pm to go over this.

Thank you 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ernest Jolly <Ernest.Jolly@dcwater.com> 
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 
Subject: Federal Water Efficiency 
To: "lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Thanks for your quick response.  Attached are the two documents that are relevant to federal 
agency water usage billing.   As the water utility provider of all federal facilities within the 
District of Columbia, we prepare and submit the Federal Bill which includes projected future 
billing and a true up component based on what actually occurred.  I am requesting your 
assistance in providing your agencies’ projected water usage per year for 2016 thru 2020 or as 
far out as you may have plans to continue to reduce potable water purchases from DC Water.  If 
possible, please breakout major facilities such as the reflection pool, DOD installations, DOH, 
Park Service, etc. 
Please follow up with me on any questions that you may have.  
Also, I propose that we meet at your site on April 8, 9 or 10.  Please let me know your 
availability.   We invite you and your team to visit our Blue Plains facility also.
 
Ernest Jolly, CEM, CEA|  Energy Chief |  DC Water| Office  of the General Manager| ernest.jolly@dcwater.com|  
5000 Overlook Avenue, SW| Washington, D.C. 20032| (202) 787-2370 (office)| (202) 297-4606 (cell)|  

(fax)

Water is Life!  |  Web |   Facebook |   Twitter |   YouTube |   Flickr

 

IMPORTANT NOTICE: The security of electronic mail sent through the Internet 
is
not guaranteed. DC WATER therefore recommends that you do not send 
confidential
information to us via electronic mail, including social security numbers, 
account
numbers, and personal identification numbers unless instructed to do so 
through a
secured site. Delivery, and timely delivery, of electronic mail is also not
guaranteed. DC WATER also recommends that you do not send time-sensitive or
action-oriented messages to us via electronic mail unless instructed to do 

so.

--

Amy Hudson

Public Utility Specialist

Energy Branch

GSA/NCR/PBS

Room 7512

7th and D Sts., SW

Washington, DC  20407

202.708.4995

 Cell   

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: RE: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx
Date: Wed, 1 Apr 2015 18:06:59 +0000
From: "Felipe A. Salcedo" <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID:

<DM2PR0401MB0928E71ADA61E139ED4CA56BBCF30@DM2PR0401MB0928.namprd04.
prod.outlook.com>

MD5: c045326793b42dc99a29b1ca370c9709
Attachments: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.XLSX 

Lariza, 

 
For Kansas: we need to complete the billing info for the Whitaker Courthouse, the Federal 
Reserve Bank, Internal Revenue Serve, USPS (Mid-America District), NARA (Central Plains 
Field Offices), and other customers receiving service from KCP&L. See attached file that shows 
the highlighted cells for info we are missing for KCP&L.
 
For Texas: we need billing information (one bill at least) for locations receiving service in the 
Panhandle and the South Plains region of Texas; specifically in and around Amarillo and 
Channing, Texas that receive service from Xcel Energy (Southwestern Public Service Company--
SPS). Some locations we have identified are the Amarillo VA Health Care System, and the J. 
Marvin Jones Federal Building, but we are certain there are more locations.
 
The sooner we can get the info the better, as we need if for our testimony that is due in about 
two weeks.
 
Please feel free to call me with questions about the request. Thanks!
 
 

 

Felipe A. Salcedo

Exeter Associates, Inc.

10480 Little  Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300

Columbia, Maryland 21044

TEL  410-992-7500 |  FAX  410-992-3445

fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

From: largsa@gmail.com [mailto:largsa@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Lariza  Sepulveda 
Sent: Wednesday, April 01, 2015 10:54 AM 
To: Felipe A. Salcedo 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

 
Hi Felipe,

 

I did not get an opportunity to call you back yesterday.  We are attending hearings for the 
exelon/pepco merger case 1119 all week.

 

I will try to call today during one of the breaks, and please feel fre to send me an email with your 
inquiries if they are time sensitive.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Regards

Lariza

On Thursday, March 12, 2015, Felipe A. Salcedo <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com> wrote:

Lariza,
 
For the Pantex Plant, the applicable SPS rate is LGST Large Gen Service, and the facility has on-
site generation that receives backup service from SPS’s standby tariff and credits for excess 
production of the on-site facility.
 
For the KCP account, under KCP&L, the applicable rate schedule is Large Power Service - 1 
PGSV. 
 
I saw the bills that you sent earlier – thank you for your help with that. Please let me know if you 
have any other questions.
 
 
Respectfully,
 
Felipe A. Salcedo
Exeter Associates, Inc.
10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300
Columbia, Maryland 21044
TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445
fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com
 
 
 
 

From: Lariza  Sepulveda - PMAA  [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 10, 2015 12:42 PM 
To: Felipe A. Salcedo 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx

 

Hi Felipe,

 

Under what rate schedule are the facilities you are representing in this case?

 

I will check to see if the GSA facilities in Kansas are under the same schedule.

 

 

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 10, 2015, at 11:52 AM, Felipe A. Salcedo <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com> wrote:

Lariza,
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

 

I just wanted to follow up on the request for billing info on facilities in Kansas and Texas --- see 
below. As you know we are on a tight deadline on this. Thank you for your help with this 
request. 

 

Thanks,

 

Felipe.  

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 6, 2015, at 8:59 AM, Felipe A. Salcedo <fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com> wrote:

Lariza,
 
See attached file that we need your help filling in the highlighted cells for KCPL.
 
For the Xcel Energy (Southwestern Public Service Company--SPS) rate case, we need the same 
information for locations receiving service in the Panhandle and the South Plains region of 
Texas; specifically in and around Amarillo and Channing, Texas. Some locations we have 
identified are the Amarillo VA Health Care System and, the J. Marvin Jones Federal Building 
but we are certain there are more locations.
 
Please call me with any questions and I thank you for your help with this matter as I know you 
are super busy with other commitments,
 
 
Felipe A. Salcedo
Exeter Associates, Inc.
10480 Little Patuxent Parkway, Suite 300
Columbia, Maryland 21044
TEL 410-992-7500 | FAX 410-992-3445
fsalcedo@exeterassociates.com
 
 
 
 

<Federal Facilities Served by KCPL.xlsx>
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon/PEPCO merger settlement thought
Date: Thu, 29 Jan 2015 13:25:37 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Dennis Goins <   Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKNnfTZp27PY3ESb9e_SOEhWZ7UGrxya0wp16y0W6YhPZw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: dae66b6def3cd3ec78b334ee4cb818e4

Looks good.  Lets try it. 
 

On Thu, Jan 29, 2015 at 1:04 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Dennis, Mark and Lariza,

Lariza and I have been discussing some items with some of the other intervenors and there seems to be 
some interest in renewables and fear that Exelon will be anti-renewable.  Given previous settlements in 
MD and the ask in DE and that there is no guarantee that the commercial sector may see much benefit 
from the CIF, we thought a proposal that may hit a few birds with one stone may have a chance.  Please 
review and provide us with any comments.  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
 

--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Federal Water Efficiency
Date: Tue, 7 Apr 2015 09:38:36 -0400
From: Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov>, "Ron Allard (WPMABE)" 

<ronald.allard@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAEG+x4rD99E=5e51jPLybEwa513DnLR7bMeEoYTPfWHEH6zyeA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 75b671f2895ca54a5d03b13080611be0

The only meeting I have on Thursday is a 10am which is schedule until 11:30.  
 

On Fri, Apr 3, 2015 at 11:16 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

I spoke with Mr. Jolly and he is out of town early next week and he will be available on Thursday and 
Friday.

Are you guys available on Thursday for a meeting?

Lariza

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:28 PM, Amy Hudson - WPMABE <amy.hudson@gsa.gov> wrote:

Joe,

I can be on that call with you.  Tomorrow would be better.  I can do 8am.

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 1:21 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Wonderful!  Lets talk today tomorrow at your convenience.   
I am available today after 2 pm and tomorrow from 8 am to 10 am and after 2 pm.

I am at the DC Public service comission all wee follow hearings on pepco/Exelon merger  case.

I can be flexible, just give a time and i will call in.

Regards

Lariza

Enviado desde mi iPhone

El abr 1, 2015, a las 12:57 PM, Joseph Eberly - WPMABE <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> escribió: 

Hi Lariza,

It seems appropriate that GSA is involved with this effort. Our office does track water consumption and 
reductions. I think it would be more appropriate that you address it with Ron and Amy because they 
work with those efforts the most. I've copied them to see their availability. I might be available around 
2 to get on a call, but would want someone else as well.

Regards,
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Joe Eberly
CEM, CEA, LEED Green Associate 
Building Management Specialist 
NCR Energy Branch 
U.S. General Services Administration 

On Wed, Apr 1, 2015 at 12:37 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Hi,

Happy April's first day.   This year is just going so fast.

I have a couple of questions for you.  DC water is working on the Federal Bill and they want to look at 
projected water usage per yer for 2016 through 2020.  

There are mandates that required us to reduce water consumption.  

We want to ensure that water rates we get  are fair and resonable; at times it can be challenging with 
WASA given that they are structure different and not regulted by a state body.

They sent this request, do you think it would be helpful for GSA if we provide our stimate water 
consumption for those years?

Have we seen a water usage reduction  for DC accounts?

Does your office manage the water bills?

I am in hearings at the DC Public service comission all week.  Do you have time today around 1:30 pm 
or 2pm to go over this.

Thank you 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ernest Jolly <Ernest.Jolly@dcwater.com> 
Date: Thursday, March 26, 2015 
Subject: Federal Water Efficiency 
To: "lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

Thanks for your quick response.  Attached are the two documents that are relevant to federal 
agency water usage billing.   As the water utility provider of all federal facilities within the 
District of Columbia, we prepare and submit the Federal Bill which includes projected future 
billing and a true up component based on what actually occurred.  I am requesting your 
assistance in providing your agencies’ projected water usage per year for 2016 thru 2020 or as 
far out as you may have plans to continue to reduce potable water purchases from DC Water.  If 
possible, please breakout major facilities such as the reflection pool, DOD installations, DOH, 
Park Service, etc. 
Please follow up with me on any questions that you may have.  
Also, I propose that we meet at your site on April 8, 9 or 10.  Please let me know your 
availability.   We invite you and your team to visit our Blue Plains facility also.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Preliminary Response to DowntownDC paper
Date: Thu, 4 Dec 2014 16:12:37 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVcF0s7btLZd0wEyAmpDrPGVsJZR6pQxkaiYLiVRVVvOg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 260964c99f2fd102e6cd6ed8ca49d1a3
Attachments: DowntownDCGSAresponse.docx 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 3, 2014 at 4:38 PM 
Subject: Preliminary Response to DowntownDC paper 
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> 

 

Tony,

Attached is a draft of the repose to the Downtown DC doc. 

The last paragraph would be GSA's recommendations or input.

Let us know if you find the document to be sober or too long and if we are in the right track.

What would you edit out?  What would you like to add to it...etc

Regards

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Preliminary Response to DowntownDC paper
Date: Wed, 3 Dec 2014 16:38:04 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG 

<scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVP+49GpOuL5PQ0u1uhWTp1iZqksXGkmN_vOUzgEb+7sw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 20947e325756267a4a48f705b401a63c
Attachments: DowntownDCGSAresponse.docx 

Tony, 
 

Attached is a draft of the repose to the Downtown DC doc. 

The last paragraph would be GSA's recommendations or input.

Let us know if you find the document to be sober or too long and if we are in the right track.

What would you edit out?  What would you like to add to it...etc

Regards

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: PHI/Exelon merger etc
Date: Mon, 23 Feb 2015 09:43:11 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiU5nWWyjGMom9fjyPH7k9_66zdwRZaH=Q7NQxMnVZvLEg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 633e59787ede249e6808811e2bb9de59

Hi Mark, 
 

I Bcc you on an email we got from the settlement case.  We have a list of items that are of interest to 
GSA we would like to discuss with the companies.

We are not certain the merger will go through; but in the process we have an opportunity to talk about 
the nature of Federal Customer in DC, the energy  challenges ahead of us, the constrains we are faced 
with.

 It is an opportunity to voice GSA's concerns, and brainstorm with them on how they can facilitate 
solutions or at least how they can address their customer's concerns.

It will change the dynamic we have with the company so far; even if  they remain Pepco.

We will go over the list with you tomorrow before the meeting.  Let us know if there is any issues you 
would like us to include in the list.

.--Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: PMG invoice
Date: Sat, 27 Dec 2014 12:34:32 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Greg Snider" <donald.snider@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <B2619720E7624F9EA766E9D6DCAAF6E5@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 2e707f8869c342670dddc222ff0a2233
Attachments: GSA14.DEC.pdf 

Please see attachment.  Thanks    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WMATA meeting
Date: Fri, 20 Feb 2015 08:45:46 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <7928922006814339797@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 86acf3ab74af3a996796b1de789f0d4a

Interesting meeting.  Lost of questions.  Kimberly will be a good fit,  
they have legal staff but they probably hire outside counsel.  
They are s bit late for merger case, they are interested but did not  
get involve?  They have a regulatory lawyer  in house. Let's find out  
if he can get involve .  
  
Let's follow up today.  
  
Lariza  
  
  
Sent from my iPhone  
  
> On Feb 19, 2015, at 4:41 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:  
>  
> Lariza and Mark,  
>  
> There was no call-in number for meeting.  Meeting went well.  They were interested in what we do for 
energy and plan a follow-up meeting.  They said they interact closely with the Council of Governments 
(COG) on big purchases like electricity.  Talked our different load shapes and uncertain whether we 
could lower price or not.  
>  
> They were interested in regulatory matters and would like some sort of estimate on what the PJM 
proposals may cost them in terms of a dollar impact.  They are also interested in the PEPCO/Exelon 
merger.  The new CFO is from Illinois and is familiar with Exelon.  They would be interested in possibly 
reaching out to an intervenor or two in the merger case.  They appear interested in participating more 
in regulatory affairs but asked us for advice and perhaps for consultants/attorneys they could work 
with.  Do you think Kimberly Frank at McCarter & English would be a good fit for them?  
>  
> Let talk more tomorrow.  
>  
> Ken Shutika  
> GSA  
> 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Exelon/PEPCO merger settlement thought
Date: Thu, 29 Jan 2015 13:04:19 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <  Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  

Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3H++6bTF-rzUQMs0vCdM49xkE7nDsp3LrU6jkF4Fb9aA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e77f7c7e177b90e47dca9a63efa7afce
Attachments: EnergyDivisionCommentsPEPCOExelon Settlement.docx 

Dennis, Mark and Lariza, 
 

Lariza and I have been discussing some items with some of the other intervenors and there seems to be 
some interest in renewables and fear that Exelon will be anti-renewable.  Given previous settlements in 
MD and the ask in DE and that there is no guarantee that the commercial sector may see much benefit 
from the CIF, we thought a proposal that may hit a few birds with one stone may have a chance.  Please 
review and provide us with any comments.  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft PHI letter
Date: Fri, 3 Apr 2015 15:05:52 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kyle Ragan - CSAE1 

<kyle.ragan@gsa.gov>,  Thomas Chiles - PMAA <thomas.chiles@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve18MmdwMEYu2k7rZHRuA2z7q7_jiqrfK1-aw2-afJGOxg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6f4a31aa2c8916a4c0948b7fee9c39b2
Attachments: GSA request to PHI for Interconnection Assistance April 2015.doc 

Lariza, Kyle, Tom, 
 

Attached is a draft letter for Lariza's signature.  Please review and change as necessary.  Thanks.

Ken 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: WMATA meeting
Date: Thu, 19 Feb 2015 16:35:19 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0ZJcYYnz6i52Jo9ysSkQ9TZVAO_N9CGBF4sO=8Vz0Viw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: dba71cd349843273637c74ea89d22c77

Lariza and Mark, 
 

There was no call-in number for meeting.  Meeting went well.  They were interested in what we do for 
energy and plan a follow-up meeting.  They said they interact closely with the Council of Governments 
(COG) on big purchases like electricity.  Talked our different load shapes and uncertain whether we 
could lower price or not.  

They were interested in regulatory matters and would like some sort of estimate on what the PJM 
proposals may cost them in terms of a dollar impact.  They are also interested in the PEPCO/Exelon 
merger.  The new CFO is from Illinois and is familiar with Exelon.  They would be interested in possibly 
reaching out to an intervenor or two in the merger case.  They appear interested in participating more 
in regulatory affairs but asked us for advice and perhaps for consultants/attorneys they could work 
with.  Do you think Kimberly Frank at McCarter & English would be a good fit for them?  

Let talk more tomorrow.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: NJ Exelon/PEPCO merger approval
Date: Thu, 12 Feb 2015 09:22:45 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Dennis Goins <  Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  

Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-2252270647486254503@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 536c13b50f03035241a81ab35d36ac22

Wow 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Feb 12, 2015, at 9:00 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

FYI.

RRAlert- NJ BPU approves Exelon acquisition of 
Pepco

Article
Related Content

To receive real-time alerts for this regular feature, click here.
By Katerina Dimitratos

Tools

Related Companies

New 
Jerse
y 
Boar
d of 
Publi
c 
Utiliti
es

Trenton, New Jersey

Atlant
ic 
City 
Electr
ic Co.

Newark, Delaware

Cone
ctiv

Wilmington, Delaware

More>>

Users Also Read

New England auction could be 
'read-through' for PJM auction in 
May - Thursday, February 05, 2015 
2:36 PM

FERC rejects demands to modify 
ISO-NE capacity market lock-in 
provision - Monday, February 02, 
2015 2:45 PM

MISO, suppliers warn FERC 
against granting WPL waiver of 
resource adequacy requirements-
 Tuesday, February 10, 2015 5:43 PM

Starwood Energy closes Quail Run 
power plant purchase in Texas -

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
https://www.snl.com/interactiveX/settings/settings.aspx
https://www.snl.com/interactivex/feedback.aspx?Id=31115627&Silo=NEWS&src=2
https://www.snl.com/interactivex/feedback.aspx?Id=31115627&Silo=NEWS&src=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/feedback.aspx?Id=31115627&Silo=MY_INTERACTIVE&src=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/feedback.aspx?Id=31115627&Silo=MY_INTERACTIVE&src=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=31115627&PDF=1&ReportName=Article&Printable=1&BB_OverrideHeader=1&ArticleLanguage=0
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=31115627&PDF=1&ReportName=Article&Printable=1&BB_OverrideHeader=1&ArticleLanguage=0
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=31115627&Printable=1
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=31115627&Printable=1
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=31115627&Printable=1
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4081611
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4081611
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4081611
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4081611
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4081611
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4081611
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4081611
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4081611
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4081611
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4056975
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4056975
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4056975
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4056975
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4056975
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4057040
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/snapshot.aspx?id=4057040
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?ID=31115627&TabStates=1
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?ID=31115627&TabStates=1
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=30982846&KPLT=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=30982846&KPLT=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=30982846&KPLT=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=30917740&KPLT=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=30917740&KPLT=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=30917740&KPLT=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=31095599&KPLT=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=31095599&KPLT=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=31095599&KPLT=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=31065711&KPLT=2
https://www.snl.com/InteractiveX/article.aspx?id=31065711&KPLT=2
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Solar Settlement Ask
Date: Thu, 29 Jan 2015 14:33:56 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2Vu_-yc0ZD3qsHNW4M1Db5ZjLXgVOLmENCCaNSd+hzww@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a5115b9d556063024afbb661b4a91774
Attachments: EnergyDivisionCommentsPEPCOExelon Settlement.docx 

attachment this time. 
 

On Thu, Jan 29, 2015 at 2:33 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Lariza,

I've relabeled the top line and that is it.  Please reach out to Larry and then depending on how it goes 
send him the document.  We should probably reach out to Leonard to let him know we are working 
with some from settlement conference to reach a framework for a settlement.  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Energy Paper
Date: Mon, 2 Feb 2015 07:41:12 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Thomas Chiles (PBB)" 

<thomas.chiles@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3iCojtAJpurZT3BhQ9TsCGjYwBW=nUGO-QgwebCa=Vvw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 95d8dff54198e8aea39f928914342f4b
Attachments: Recharged _ Embargoed Final_JAN23.docx 

What do you think of document?---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Tony Costa - AG" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 
Date: Feb 1, 2015 9:18 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Energy Paper 
To: "Mark Ewing" <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, "Kenneth Shutika - PMAA" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Joseph 
Eberly" <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Scott Macrae - AG" <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>, "Olesya Minina - CDDI" <olesya.minina@gsa.gov> 

 

All on to: line...per my Friday email (which included a way forward on our review).  Let us know when 
you can provide some feedback.

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

US General Services Administration

FedScape Project

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ellen Jones <ellen@downtowndc.org>
Date: Fri, Jan 30, 2015 at 12:21 PM 
Subject: Energy Paper 
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Tony – 

 

Here it is.

 

Ellen

 

Ellen  Jones

Director of Infrastructure & Sustainability

Downtown Business Improvement District

1250 H Street NW Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-1145 desk

 cell

202-661-7599 fax

ellen@downtowndc.org

www.downtowndc.org

 
 

 

From: Tony Costa - AG [mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, January 30, 2015 11:48 AM 
To: Ellen Jones 
Subject: Hi
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

 

Ellen,

 

How are you?  Are you available for a short call over the next day or two?  Thanks.

 

Tony

 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

US General Services Administration

FedScape Project
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Upcoming PSC Community Hearing
Date: Fri, 05 Dec 2014 11:35:54 -0600
From: "DC Public Service Commission" <dcdocs@dc.gov>
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <17312514.341@dc.gov>
MD5: 21f67fe3ee543bd310c2d8228ba1d01d
Attachments: FC1119+Public+Notice+of+Community+Hearings.pdf 

 

Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a Web page.

IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
December 5, 2014
CONTACT:
Kellie Armstead Didigu, Public Affairs Specialist
Email: kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
Phone: 202-626-5124

The Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia has upcoming community hearings regarding the Pepco-
Exelon Merger.  Please feel free to share the following information. Thank you.
Formal Case No. 1119, In the Matter of the Joint Application of Exelon Corporation, Pepco Holdings, Inc., 
Potomac Electric Power Company, Exelon Energy Delivery Company, LLC and New Special Purpose Entity, 
llc for Authorization and Approval of Proposed Merger Transaction
This Notice informs the public that the Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia seeks input on its 
consideration of the June 18, 2014, joint application of Exelon Corporation (“Exelon”), Pepco Holdings, Inc. 
(“PHI”), the Potomac Electric Power Company (“Pepco”), Exelon Energy Delivery Company, LLC (“EEDC”), and 
New Special Purpose Entity, LLC (“SPE”) (collectively, the “Joint Applicants”) for approval by the Commission, 
pursuant to D.C. Code §§ 34-504 and 34-1001, for a change of control of Pepco, the electric distribution company 
that serves the District of Columbia (“District”), to be effected by the merger of PHI with Purple Acquisition Corp. 
(“Merger Sub”), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Exelon (“Joint Application”).
On February 9 to 13, 2015, the Commission will hold an evidentiary hearing to determine if the proposed merger 
transaction is in the public interest.  In making this determination the Commission will look at seven public interest 
factors determined in Order No. 17597. In addition to the evidentiary hearing, the Commission will convene four 
community hearings to receive comments from the public on these issues on the following dates: 
December 17, 2014 – 6:00 p.m.                                                         
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia                       
1333 H Street, N.W., Suite 700 Hearing Room                           
Washington, D.C. 20005                                                           
 
January 6, 2015 – 6:00 p.m.                                                      
Thurgood Marshall Academy                                                   
2427 Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue, S.E.                                   
Multi-Purpose Room                                                                  
Washington, D.C.  20020                                                           
 
January 12, 2015 – 6:00 p.m.
Southwest Library
900 Wesley Place, S.W., Community Room
Washington, D.C. 20024
 
January 20, 2015 – 6:00 p.m.
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University of the District of Columbia Community College
801 North Capital Street, N.E.
Conference Room, Main Floor
Washington, D.C. 20002

Those who wish to testify at the community hearings should contact the Commission Secretary by the close of 
business, three business days prior to the date of the hearing by calling (202) 626-5150.  Representatives of 
organizations shall be permitted a maximum of five minutes for oral presentations.  Individuals shall be permitted a 
maximum of three minutes for oral presentations.  If an organization or an individual is unable to offer comments at 
the community hearings, written statements may be submitted by mail or in person to Brinda Westbrook-Sedgwick, 
Commission Secretary, Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia, 1333 H Street, N.W., Suite 200, 
West Tower, Washington, D.C. 20005, by email to PSC-CommissionSecretary@dc.gov, or through the 
Commission’s eDocket system athttp://www.dcpsc.org/edocket.asp until March 26, 2015.
Any person who is deaf or hard-of-hearing, cannot readily understand or communicate in spoken English, or persons 
with disabilities who need special accommodations in order to participate in the hearing, must contact the 
Commission Secretary by the close of business, seven days prior to the date of the community hearing.  Persons who 
wish to testify in Spanish, Chinese, Amharic, or Korean must also contact the Commission Secretary by close of 
business three business days before the date of the hearing.  The number to call to request special 
accommodations and interpretation services is (202) 626-5150.
Copies of previously filed documents in this proceeding, Formal Case No. 1119, are available for inspection on the 
Commission’s website (www.dcpsc.org) and at the Office of the Commission Secretary, 1333 H Street, N.W., Suite 
200 West Tower, Washington D.C. 20005 between the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 5:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.  
Copies of any of the documents in this proceeding may be purchased at the Commission at a cost of $0.10 per page, 
actual reproduction cost.  Additionally, copies of the Joint Application may also be inspected at the following public 
libraries:  

Ward Name and Address  

Main Martin Luther King Memorial Library, 901 G Street, N.W. Washington, D.C. 
20001  

Ward 1 Mount Pleasant Library, 3160 16th Street, N.W. Washington, D.C. 20010  

Ward 2 Southwest Library, 900 Wesley Place, S.W. Washington, D.C. 20024  

Ward 3 Cleveland Park Library, 3310 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. Washington, D.C. 
 20008  

Ward 4 Petworth Library, 4200 Kansas Avenue, N.W. Washington, D.C.  20011  

Ward 5 Woodridge Library, 1790 Douglas Street, N.E. Washington, D.C. 20018  

Ward 6 Southeast Library, 403 7th Street, S.E. Washington, D.C. 20003

Ward 7 Capitol View Library, 5001 Central Avenue, S.E. Washington, D.C.  20019 

Ward 8 Bellevue Library, 115 Atlantic Street, S.W. Washington, D.C. 20032  
  
 

You are subscribed to PSC Updates for District of Columbia. This information has recently been updated, and is now available.

l FC1119 Public Notice of Community Hearings.pdf

The Public Service Commission of  the District of  Columbia is an independent agency established by Congress in 
1913 to regulate electric, natural gas, and telecommunications companies in the District of  Columbia. 

 

 
Update your subscriptions, modify your e-mail address, or stop subscriptions at any time on your 
Subscriber Preferences Page. You will need to use your email address to log in. If you have questions or 
problems with the subscription service, please visit subscriberhelp.govdelivery.com. All other inquiries can 
be directed to dcdocs@dc.gov.
This service is provided to you at no charge by the District of Columbia.

This message has been sent by the District of Columbia · Washington, D.C. 20004
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Subject: Upcoming PSC Community Hearings
Date: Fri, 5 Dec 2014 13:15:22 -0500
From: "Didigu, Kellie (PSC)" <kdidigu@psc.dc.gov>
To: "Didigu, Kellie (PSC)" <kdidigu@psc.dc.gov>
Message-ID: <B5AB1E74F457ED4C8190550DF082C6200ADD1E1AFC@CWM-EX-MBC-2.dcgov.priv>
MD5: d4790d7862c5598e27af37b7ca04e8ab
Attachments: FC1119 Public Notice of Community Hearings.pdf 

 

IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
December 5, 2014
CONTACT:
Kellie Armstead Didigu, Public Affairs Specialist
Email: kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
Phone: 202-626-5124
 
The Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia has upcoming community hearings 
regarding the Pepco-Exelon Merger.  Please feel free to share the following information. Thank 
you.
Formal Case No. 1119, In the Matter of the Joint Application of Exelon Corporation, 
Pepco Holdings, Inc., Potomac Electric Power Company, Exelon Energy Delivery 
Company, LLC and New Special Purpose Entity, llc for Authorization and Approval of 
Proposed Merger Transaction
This Notice informs the public that the Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
seeks input on its consideration of the June 18, 2014, joint application of Exelon Corporation 
(“Exelon”), Pepco Holdings, Inc. (“PHI”), the Potomac Electric Power Company (“Pepco”), 
Exelon Energy Delivery Company, LLC (“EEDC”), and New Special Purpose Entity, LLC 
(“SPE”) (collectively, the “Joint Applicants”) for approval by the Commission, pursuant to D.C. 
Code §§ 34-504 and 34-1001, for a change of control of Pepco, the electric distribution company 
that serves the District of Columbia (“District”), to be effected by the merger of PHI with Purple 
Acquisition Corp. (“Merger Sub”), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Exelon (“Joint Application”).
On February 9 to 13, 2015, the Commission will hold an evidentiary hearing to determine if the 
proposed merger transaction is in the public interest.  In making this determination the 
Commission will look at seven public interest factors determined in Order No. 17597. In 
addition to the evidentiary hearing, the Commission will convene four community hearings to 
receive comments from the public on these issues on the following dates: 
December 17, 2014 – 6:00 p.m.                                                         
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia                       
1333 H Street, N.W., Suite 700 Hearing Room                           
Washington, D.C. 20005                                                          
 
January 6, 2015 – 6:00 p.m.                                                     
Thurgood Marshall Academy                                                   
2427 Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue, S.E.                                  
Multi-Purpose Room                                                                 
Washington, D.C.  20020                                                          
 
January 12, 2015 – 6:00 p.m.
Southwest Library
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900 Wesley Place, S.W., Community Room
Washington, D.C. 20024
 
January 20, 2015 – 6:00 p.m.
University of the District of Columbia Community College
801 North Capital Street, N.E.
Conference Room, Main Floor
Washington, D.C. 20002
Those who wish to testify at the community hearings should contact the Commission 
Secretary by the close of business, three business days prior to the date of the hearing by 
calling (202) 626-5150.  Representatives of organizations shall be permitted a maximum of five 
minutes for oral presentations.  Individuals shall be permitted a maximum of three minutes for 
oral presentations.  If an organization or an individual is unable to offer comments at the 
community hearings, written statements may be submitted by mail or in person to Brinda 
Westbrook-Sedgwick, Commission Secretary, Public Service Commission of the District of 
Columbia, 1333 H Street, N.W., Suite 200, West Tower, Washington, D.C. 20005, by email 
to PSC-CommissionSecretary@dc.gov, or through the Commission’s eDocket system at 
http://www.dcpsc.org/edocket.asp until March 26, 2015.
Any person who is deaf or hard-of-hearing, cannot readily understand or communicate in spoken 
English, or persons with disabilities who need special accommodations in order to participate in 
the hearing, must contact the Commission Secretary by the close of business, seven days prior to 
the date of the community hearing.  Persons who wish to testify in Spanish, Chinese, Amharic, 
or Korean must also contact the Commission Secretary by close of business three business days 
before the date of the hearing.  The number to call to request special accommodations and 
interpretation services is (202) 626-5150.
Kellie Armstead Didigu
Public Affairs Specialist
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia
Office of Consumer Services
1333 H Street, NW Sixth Floor
Washington, DC 20005
202-626-5124 (o)
202-626-9210 (f)
kdidigu@psc.dc.gov
 

 

 

"PSC...Public Service for a Century!"
 

 

P Please don't print this e-mail unless you really need to.
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Subject: hotd
Date: Mon, 9 Mar 2015 10:09:16 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gmail.com>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXvA1wjM_YFyh0tuPpErKDg21Ue+gH3NYXWJdx9ZRrT+A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7961540e990035b88d50cc17d4cb136e

 
personnel cost is something higher management can actually deal with easily.

Electricity sales is something we can help with.  Possibly as part of the pepco exelon merger

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Re: Documents for review
Date: Wed, 4 Mar 2015 15:16:47 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: "Drew D. Terwilliger" <drew@geronimoenergy.com>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Thomas Chiles - PMAA 

<thomas.chiles@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1mTR-UX+msS8hxFAEyW1cu2TsX+mKAZKc1acea2kM1GQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 658de1428ef1f9a7ba3c94468ff9e332

OK.  Thanks.  DC has reached out to us recently on a variety of issues including the PEPCO/Exelon 
merger.  So we are not quite sure what is up there. 
 

On Wed, Mar 4, 2015 at 3:13 PM, Drew D. Terwilliger <drew@geronimoenergy.com> wrote:

From what I understand the RFP is over and they have selected a party.  We would be happy to sell 
them the remaining output of the project and we should probably just call them directly.  We did see 
the RFP, I vaguely recall us not bidding because there were some terms we didn’t feel comfortable 
with, but that was back in 2013 and I may not be remembering correctly.

 

-Drew

 

From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA [mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2015 2:05 PM 
To: Drew D. Terwilliger 
Subject: Re: Documents for review

 

You hit the nail on the head.  I just got a request from him for DC govt.  It is possible you could bid on 
their requirements?

 

On Wed, Mar 4, 2015 at 3:02 PM, Drew D. Terwilliger <drew@geronimoenergy.com> wrote:

Ken,

 

We are fine with the contract being released (it is a public document anyways now).  I was actually 
approached last week by Charles Brown an attorney for the District of Columbia, who recently did an 
RFP for 150,000 MWhs, to see our contract.  I did not send him the contract but did tell him the court 
case so he could look up the public record himself if he so chooses.  The rationale was he could have 
found it himself after a little looking and “threatened” (very politely) to do that anyways, so I just saved 
him some time researching.  I am assuming those are the types of folks that are requesting to see the 
contract?

 

-Drew

 

From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA [mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2015 1:57 PM 
To: Drew D. Terwilliger 
Cc: Thomas Chiles - PMAA 
Subject: Documents for review

 

Drew,

 

Thank you for working with us on the DOJ admin file construction.  I have a quick question regarding 
the contract.  We have a couple of non-litigants asking for a copy of our contract.  I assume that you are 
OK with releasing it, but wanted to check with you first.
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Second, after meeting Jay Bernstein this afternoon, it appears that I need to include more documents in 
the DOJ admin file.  They are primarily documents that we created that analyze your output data.  So I'll 
get those items to you for potential redaction as soon as I can.

 

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Fwd: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 20:50:01 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gmail.com>, largsa GSA <largsa@gmail.com>,  Lariza 

Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVuBxq+Q+qVVLOo98pa75c-VGBtiqOGND9X02+i43xM0A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e84f4b2d2bc2b906d7f83bac2b44b750

Michael,  we made all possible changes w/o jeopardizing the case.  We have to file by 5 pm.  We are in 
room  
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 4:01 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Just saw this message.

The Settlement Agreement references "equalization rates" apparently in a way that GSA requested.

The Testimony GSA provides should state that GSA appreciates that the Agreement addresses these 
rates in a manner consistent with GSA's request.

Please only include this text if what I provided above is correct/accurate. 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 3:14 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).  

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.
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On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers 
that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  
Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
mailto:mark.ewing@gsa.gov
mailto:stephen.sakach@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up
Date: Fri, 11 Dec 2015 08:29:28 -0600
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<   Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <8580306870032233359@unknownmsgid>
MD5: e08a98f8b5b39beed1344f4ba185fe37

Refer her to Kamara Jones. 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Dec 11, 2015, at 7:46 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Leonard,

Please see attached inquiry.  We have interacted in the past with local environmental groups to discuss 
local regulatory matters.  However, given the sensitive nature of the topic and where we are at in the 
case process wise, I wanted to send this over for your review and comment.  I have never heard of this 
group before.  It is my understanding that the draft brief is still under review.  Thanks for your 
feedback.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Stephanie Kurose <SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2015 at 5:43 PM 
Subject: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up 
To: "ken.shutika@gsa.gov" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Hi Mr. Shutika, 

My name is Stephanie Kurose and I work at the Center for Biological Diversity, an environmental 
organization here in the District. I left you a voicemail earlier this afternoon and just wanted to follow 
up with an email. I just had some questions on what GSA thinks about the merger and what its concerns 
are regarding the potential impacts to the federal government. I've been following the case very closely 
and would love to chat if you have the time! You can reach me at (203) 524-0562 or this email address. 
I will be around all day tomorrow. 

Thanks again! 

Stephanie Kurose, J.D. 
Center for Biological Diversity 
skurose@biologicaldiversity.org
(203) 524-0562
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Subject: Updated GSA asks from PEPCO
Date: Tue, 24 Feb 2015 13:23:36 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Heather Cameron - LR 

<heather.cameron@gsa.gov>,  Dennis Goins <  Lariza Sepulveda 
- PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve0dVgFOR=j7hh69J1zBuwPfexCnyB0L8fihO_Dfy5Ji6Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 99f5b4effc9765569b11cf893ffe0531
Attachments: EnergyDivisionPEPCOExelon Settlement Requests Feb 24 2015.docx 

Here is the updated version.  Let me know if this looks OK. 
 

Ken Shutika

GSA
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Subject: Draft GSA asks for PEPCO
Date: Tue, 24 Feb 2015 12:09:35 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <  Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  

Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0t4qC7dYZUeFVJJMwZiP+ERZNexWAfZJK=CwaAnjXu7Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e7a96f2b5b5b60d4708bc2534972f4a2
Attachments: EnergyDivisionPEPCOExelon Settlement Requests Feb 24 2015.docx 

All, 
 

Here is an initial stab at some asks from PEPCO.  Take a look and let us know what you think.  On the 
first one, should we ask for 100% distribution charge offset to start?  Also, read the solar one carefully.  
It would have the effect of putting a ceiling on our rates, but possibly at the expense of some solar 
development.  Solar folks say they don't need fees increased but you never know.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Fri, 4 Dec 2015 09:01:41 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>,  

Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKOj_Yhix1iGkCz6qwRY-Y+1+_DpmyegUk7cA=0cDVj-Qw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ad9bd14ef1aca61bb6073cdb82188529

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Kamara Jones - ZBB" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 
Date: Dec 3, 2015 6:25 PM 
Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: "Reginald Cardozo - AC" <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Denise Roth - A" <denise.roth@gsa.gov>, 
"Adam Neufeld - AC" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, "Katy Kale - AC" <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" 
<lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Mark Ewing - PMAA" <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Kris Durmer - L" <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov>, "Kenneth Shutika - PMAA" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

Here's the blog that went out.  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:51 PM 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 Blog  below. Link  here. 

 

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon 

Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.
The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.
In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement, GSA noted that 
“the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
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a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe 
for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also 
echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.) As 
a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.

--

Kamara Jones 

Press Secretary 

U.S. General Services Administration  

Office of Communications and Marketing 
General Services Administration | @usgsa | Facebook.com/GSA
kamara.jones@gsa.gov | @whokjones | Work Cell
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Subject: Re: PHI/Exelon merger etc
Date: Mon, 23 Feb 2015 09:56:03 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKO+9SxcKe4XMu6nS2WMq3Y6NGWnHsoCV1Gq_Uv1PD_yPg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9fd8213b32870c7725f30e16f783fbeb

Ok, thanks.  I will be in the office tomorrow to discuss anything I see when I review.  
 

On Mon, Feb 23, 2015 at 9:43 AM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi Mark,

I Bcc you on an email we got from the settlement case.  We have a list of items that are of interest to 
GSA we would like to discuss with the companies.

We are not certain the merger will go through; but in the process we have an opportunity to talk about 
the nature of Federal Customer in DC, the energy  challenges ahead of us, the constrains we are faced 
with.

 It is an opportunity to voice GSA's concerns, and brainstorm with them on how they can facilitate 
solutions or at least how they can address their customer's concerns.

It will change the dynamic we have with the company so far; even if  they remain Pepco.

We will go over the list with you tomorrow before the meeting.  Let us know if there is any issues you 
would like us to include in the list.

.--Lariza Sepulveda

Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 14:42:01 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKMrdNzjuh+Dba63f6CsF96VGfrMBprvv-mootNiSLqW0Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 509d06d73de7979d7c6dc3d556fb3bbd

Legal was just informing us of the inquiry.  We have no information pertinent to the decision nor the 
micro grid analysis 
 

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 1:57 PM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

Somewhat back in the game.  What is the state of play on this?  

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:07 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Steve,

Please see Leonard's email.  I think this is something for first wing to answer as they made the decision 
on testimony, but leadership will need to decide how they want to respond.  

Ken Shutika

GSA

 

 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
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Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee 
unless otherwise
indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to 
requesting or receiving the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental 
impressions and work product of the attorney. Disclosure to third parties by anyone 
other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the attorney/client 
privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 13:57:20 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+RNAdotG++AA812=Ecm-Rv74eo91fy1xDwPz59HgZhWP3KkZA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7747d2ae10beadf6520360e32a1bf7ad

Somewhat back in the game.  What is the state of play on this?   
 

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:07 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Steve,

Please see Leonard's email.  I think this is something for first wing to answer as they made the decision 
on testimony, but leadership will need to decide how they want to respond.  

Ken Shutika

GSA

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
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discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee 
unless otherwise
indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to 
requesting or receiving the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental 
impressions and work product of the attorney. Disclosure to third parties by anyone 
other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the attorney/client 
privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 15:07:20 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3SsswpETFLcFhXqmH+z7bC7O43sdZzt3-Z6OQtoX30Ng@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 374bd730d486ac566ed9617d135f96ec

Steve, 
 

Please see Leonard's email.  I think this is something for first wing to answer as they made the decision 
on testimony, but leadership will need to decide how they want to respond.  

Ken Shutika

GSA

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
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GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee 
unless otherwise
indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to 
requesting or receiving the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental 
impressions and work product of the attorney. Disclosure to third parties by anyone 
other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the attorney/client 
privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 15:05:53 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKMu1e_+zpV6KnFLn9x2tBD2kuWkme7fvWrpzMX7HME8cA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6c893ccaf1e32139901b11407afc075d

call my cell
 

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:56 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, FYI. 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 

 
 

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 14:56:15 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWtydazmYb63X__rxXLvfffwPMvT9qnkQq49kA48UQoPA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ac4643a45492bb53f537d6273d1b6808

Mark, FYI.  
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: No. 1119
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 12:38:40 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKNBx+SW1PBRgC40kwtOyh+r=EtJv-dOCZW_KTwj8j9cSQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 47deefe07d8a8de3e1ba6b9316ef8e1e

I guess I was asking for the testimony Dennis prepared. 
 

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 12:33 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark,  The motion we filed in actor is attached.  The settlement agreement is ambiguous and we had 
questions regarding cost recovery of some of the items propose in the settlement agreement.  The 
settlement agreement the company drafted with the city offers no protections to GSA customers.  
Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 12:06 PM 
Subject: Fwd: No. 1119 
To: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded  
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--

 
 

   

--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft Regulatory Program Issues
Date: Wed, 2 Dec 2015 17:59:50 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0Fa269YVRATM6b8dRi2iyo+=r=q7y_k9HjeLyMafEsYA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8f3c9720db815e4fa95f6e77c4b3bc7b
Attachments: Overview GSA Utility Intervention Program Dec 2015.docx 

Steve, Mark and Lariza, 
 

Attached is a draft overview.  Please modify/correct/etc at will.

Ken  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, 
"tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 13:31:32 -0600
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  Dennis Goins <
Message-ID: <CAJR8MYuH6aU4cd3hU+NAkSyWRkKME=Z=TGhhZRUZvBV0MAdSdg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ce09f1f7eb46a58d0c47eaee3aa2b26d

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:19 PM 
Subject: WashPost request 
To: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "adam.neufeld@gsa.gov" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, 
"tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology. 

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 14:21:01 -0500
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKjXLg2YVUESyDWjrtVjmJ4pek3=7oQ92fUtNLiBU48=jgf1Vw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 39ee6456ce897f394f7cfc2e492d7f0b

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:19 PM 
Subject: WashPost request 
To: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "adam.neufeld@gsa.gov" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, 
"tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology. 

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: FC 1119: DCG DR Set 11to JA
Date: Fri, 27 Feb 2015 17:11:10 -0500
From: "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" <brian.caldwell@dc.gov>
To: "smfrye@opc-dc.gov" <smfrye@opc-dc.gov>, "'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov' (ldaniels@opc-

dc.gov)" <ldaniels@opc-dc.gov>, "Herskovitz, Richard (PSC)" <RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov>, 
"Frann Francis (FFrancis@aoba-metro.org)" <FFrancis@aoba-metro.org>, 
"''leonard.lucas@gsa.gov' (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov)' (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov)" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA (lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov)" 
<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Peter.Meier@pepcoholdings.com" 
<Peter.Meier@pepcoholdings.com>, "rlorenzo@loeb.com" <rlorenzo@loeb.com>, 
"tduver@loeb.com" <tduver@loeb.com>, "ntravers@loeb.com" <ntravers@loeb.com>, 
"owein@nclc.org" <owein@nclc.org>, "bgreene@greenehurlocker.com" 
<bgreene@greenehurlocker.com>, "'Silverman, Abraham' 
(Abraham.Silverman@nrg.com)" <Abraham.Silverman@nrg.com>, 
"jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com" <jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com>, 
"  <  "White, Nancy A. 
(nancy.white@squirepb.com)" <nancy.white@squirepb.com>, 
"'randy.hayman@dcwater.com' (randy.hayman@dcwater.com)" 
<randy.hayman@dcwater.com>, "carolyn@carolynelefant.com" 
<carolyn@carolynelefant.com>, "'Revilo Hill' (revilohill@verizon.net)" 
<revilohill@verizon.net>, "jpc@duncanallen.com" <jpc@duncanallen.com>, "Barak, Alan 
(DDOE)" <alan.barak@dc.gov>, "McDonnell, Amy (DDOE)" <amy.mcdonnell@dc.gov>, 
"Karim, Hussain (DDOE)" <hussain.karim@dc.gov>

Cc: "rsmithla@aol.com" <rsmithla@aol.com>, "John W. Wilson (john@jwwa.com)" 
<john@jwwa.com>, "mchang@synapse-energy.com" <mchang@synapse-energy.com>, 
"Tyler Comings (TComings@synapse-energy.com)" <TComings@synapse-energy.com>

Message-ID: <F11962593DAC9041A5AADAFEAC46D741067B6D4AE1@CWM-EX-MBC-4.dcgov.priv>
MD5: b5f59e29bd4f88c3b6163841e1eb2743
Attachments: FC 1119 DCG DR Set 11 to JA.pdf 

All: 

 

Please find attached DCG DR Set 11 to the Joint Applicants.  If you have any questions regarding this 
filing, please do not hesitate to contact me.

 

Thank you,

 

Brian R. Caldwell
Assistant Attorney General

Public Advocacy Section

Office of the Attorney General

for the District of Columbia

441 Fourth Street N.W. Suite 600-S

Washington, D.C. 20001

Tel: (202) 727-6211

Fax: (202) 741-8779

brian.caldwell@dc.gov
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: meeting at GSA
Date: Fri, 27 Feb 2015 17:58:05 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG 

<scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWCyB-NiDKTtUfL_dZfKs80oeCkB+P2cORw=G8eR2WWcA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 517e4727cbc0878a3a3784f2577656c0
Attachments: Mark.Chambers.Testimony.AsFiled[1].pdf ; Exhibit __ DCG (A)-2 Conditions [1].pdf ; DC 

Conditions.docx 

Hi Tony, 

The documents attached are the testimony,and set of conditions filed by DC DGS on Exelon-/Pepco 
merger testimony. 

As Ken mentioned in his email,  Zach met with us last Wednesday, talked about their position in the 
merger case and forwarded their testimony to us.

  

The documents attached are public, and are posted in the DC PUC website.  

DC DGS conditions are in the doc title Exhibit DCG A-2.

Take a look on page 1 line 20  -- III. Market competition conditions section.  Several of the items in this 
section are overreaching.  

We have not file comments on behalf of GSA, and we made a decision early on in the case  not take a 
public position on the merger.

We have been part of settlement meetings with the company, and we have outline areas of interest 
and/or concern for GSA and the Federal executive agencies in DC and MD.

We look forward to meeting with you next week to discuss GSA's position, and interest in this case.  

Have a wonderful weekend.

Lariza 

Lariza Sepulveda

Energy Division

GSA Central Office

1800 F Street NW

Washington, DC 20010

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov>
Date: Fri, Feb 27, 2015 at 11:42 AM 
Subject: Re: meeting at GSA 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Hi Lariza and Ken – It was great to meet you both and further discuss some of our complimentary 
efforts. I had a great conversation with Tony Costas, Scott Macrae, and Joe Eberly (from the HOTD) 
yesterday as well. I believe we have multiple efforts where working together and sharing information 
could benefit us, our clients, and taxpayers generally. On that note, please let me know when you all 
would like to discuss our approach for DC’s solar RFP/PPA. I’d also appreciate any contacts you 
referenced for block+index procurement and strategy, and how that’s worked outside of the sub 
account approach. Tony is interested in exploring/utilizing the DER-CAM model for the HOTD, so I’ll be 
sure to loop you all in as that conversation moves forward. Its great to know you all better and I’m 
looking forward to collaborating more often.

Also, for reference, I’ve attached a two-page summary “Conditions" document and the related publicly 
filed Exhibits on the Exelon acquisition of Pepco. The exhibits provide detailed information and broad 
context for whats on record with the PSC and DC’s/DGS’ public position. The summary is a quick and 
simple resource for what we requested to make this in the public interest. Thanks again, and have a 
great weekend.

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009

202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Thursday, February 26, 2015 at 3:55 PM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Cc:  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Subject:  Re: meeting at GSA

Hi Zach,

Thank you for stopping by at our head quarters.  It was great to meet in person and learn about 

DC GS energy related initiatives.

Let's continue the conversation.

Best regards

Lariza Sepulveda

On Wed, Feb 25, 2015 at 12:15 PM, Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> wrote:

Ok, great, I’ll see you at 2. Thanks!

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Wednesday, February 25, 2015 at 12:14 PM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Subject:  Re: meeting at GSA

2 pm works.  I have a meeting that starts 3pm

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 25, 2015, at 12:05 PM, Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> wrote: 

Hi Lariza – Does 2:00 or 2:30 work? Thanks.

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009

202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Wednesday, February 25, 2015 at 9:21 AM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Subject:  meeting at GSA

Hi Zach,

Let me know if meeting at 1:30 pm at our HQ  still works for you.

Our address is 1800 F street NW.  We can continue the conversation on merger case, micro grids in dc 
etc.

Lariza Sepulveda

GSA

Energy Division

--  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:06:15 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiV8bE-5n8Ds2iCeCqHp_OVHMeZhcU8U4_GZF8rk0+LwuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: aab06b982a6f8c180b819d1634e908c7

Michael, Thank you we will review it. 
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 4:01 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Just saw this message.

The Settlement Agreement references "equalization rates" apparently in a way that GSA requested.

The Testimony GSA provides should state that GSA appreciates that the Agreement addresses these 
rates in a manner consistent with GSA's request.

Please only include this text if what I provided above is correct/accurate. 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 3:14 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).  

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.
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On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers 
that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  
Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:01:26 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dQOJDomYooArS6cRvwpEzrtxSh4KQajgcBoQqXyk-9FPQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 805b62d51188f115b612455ecec73519

Just saw this message. 
 

The Settlement Agreement references "equalization rates" apparently in a way that GSA requested.

The Testimony GSA provides should state that GSA appreciates that the Agreement addresses these 
rates in a manner consistent with GSA's request.

Please only include this text if what I provided above is correct/accurate. 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 3:14 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).  

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.
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The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers 
that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  
Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 15:14:16 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUbKqRJJJ8+fTdiPB+qmT_0VEbK9X--xZsu9ooanHsJNA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 74c60167992433687009db1306e0b0f1

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).   
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
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n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers that 
already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  
Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 
Deputy Administrator 
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Subject: Fwd: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:52:15 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dR3oHUUu52HPX==XJgwT2c_MtUYWMZgcgUCLu5JOc+-gQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f62660edba3d039ba0c0b8d8876c03b2

Please call in.---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers 
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Subject: Fwd: RECHARGED: REDUCING ENERGY COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON DRAFT REPORT
Date: Tue, 9 Dec 2014 16:02:59 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2c+rTmc4HzUyCj5tq+DOcfNSBfh3_s18728qu_q6BewQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f83b797fb377cca6eb6c1eb2e9c0a0e3
Attachments: image001.png ; Recharged _ BID Leadership Paper _ 12-05-2014.pdf 

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Dec 9, 2014 at 2:00 PM 
Subject: Fwd: RECHARGED: REDUCING ENERGY COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON DRAFT REPORT 
To: "ken.shutika@gsa.gov" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

 

New version.   Prettier.   Not great but better.   

202.501.0635 (direct)

 (mobile)

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Scott Pomeroy <scott@downtowndc.org> 
To: "petera@iadb.org" <petera@iadb.org>, "batkinson@bostonproperties.com" 
<batkinson@bostonproperties.com>, "scahill@pgp.us.com" <scahill@pgp.us.com>, 
"kclinton@federalcitycouncil.org" <kclinton@federalcitycouncil.org>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "edebarros@dcbia.org" <edebarros@dcbia.org>, "zachs.dobelbower@dc.gov" 
<zachs.dobelbower@dc.gov>, "ffrancis@aoba-metro.org" <ffrancis@aoba-metro.org>, 
"brian.hanlon@dc.gov" <brian.hanlon@dc.gov>, "pjeffers@aoba-metro.org" <pjeffers@aoba-
metro.org>, "pjohnston@bostonproperties.com" <pjohnston@bostonproperties.com>, 
"sjumper@washgas.com" <sjumper@washgas.com>, "lmallory@dcbia.org" <lmallory@dcbia.org>, 
"emoneme@federalcitycouncil.org" <emoneme@federalcitycouncil.org>, "trusso@akridge.com" 
<trusso@akridge.com>, "dtuchmann@akridge.com" <dtuchmann@akridge.com>, 
"hwingo@dcchamber.org" <hwingo@dcchamber.org>, "devin@dcbia.org" <devin@dcbia.org>, "Scott 
Macrae - AG (scott.macrae@gsa.gov)" <scott.macrae@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ellen Jones <ellen@downtowndc.org>, "Sam Brooks (sam.brooks@clearrock.co)" 
<sam.brooks@clearrock.co>, Richard Bradley <bradley@downtowndc.org> 
Subject: RECHARGED: REDUCING ENERGY COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON DRAFT REPORT

Hello  Everyone, 

Attached t o this email you will find the latest draft of the report, “RECHARGED:  REDUCING  ENERGY  
COSTS, RISKS, & CARBON.“  We want to thank everyone for the constructive comments we have 
received they have been extremely valuable.  You will see some of your comments reflected in this 
latest version of the report and others as discussion topics for Monday’s agenda.

We look forward t o seeing all of you who can make it on Monday, December 8th at 8:00am in the 
offices of the DowntownDC BID, 1250 H Street, NW, Suite 1000. 

Thank you,

Scott Pomeroy

Sustainability Manager

DowntownDC BID 

202.661.7580 direct

cell
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Subject: revisions
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:24:04 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <74711B4495B54CF9ACAF2DCB97A9DF0D@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 1f7d7dc5b82b19c38d40bc041e899fa1
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt9a.doc 

this version reflects latest revisions based on discussion w/ LL at 2.    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Fwd: FC1119 final
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 17:55:43 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVuUWDFd6YraaezOQ7+gmR=8TFmDSGCdUf_fgUf2Q12Kw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 422c2ade10d83e29f3d259c5ce45c3f9
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Steve,  attached is the final draft of the testimony  we were going to file today on behalf of GSA on FC 
1119.  We were waiting on final approval to file and Michael informed us that it was a no go.  We had a 
meeting with Michael Gelbert around 5 :10  and  he explained  the reasons.  He did a good job but 
ultimately it is then agency's decision.  We appreciate all the support we got through this process.  
Regards Lariza 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 
Subject: FC1119 final 
To: Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

pls see attachment 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly 
Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Thu, 10 Jul 2014 10:55:29 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "Givan, Bernard HNC" <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVVu9Uvvu0L+0dTsUUqY=NR-uLSOjL1+C_m4yvbgHKa=Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 95dc5907d56969f34e8280f2ec7f3d39

Bernard, 
 

I missed this email.  Did you mean 9:30 this morning or tomorrow morning?

Lariza

On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 5:45 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote: 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 

Please call around 9:30 eastern. 

Bernard Givan, CEM 
Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager 
Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO) 
US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE 
4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822 
Office (256) 895-1275 (calls forwarded to Blackberry) 
Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil

-----Original Message----- 
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 2:28 PM 
To: Givan, Bernard HNC 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly Teleconference 
(UNCLASSIFIED) 

Thursday  between 9:30 and 11 or sometime after 3 pm.  Friday I am available any time. 

lariza 

On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 3:13 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote: 

        Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
        Caveats: NONE 

        Yes. What's the best time for you? 

        Bernard Givan, CEM 
        Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager 
        Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO) 
        US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE 
        4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822 
        Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  (calls forwarded to Blackberry) 
        Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil
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        -----Original Message----- 
        From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
        Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 1:48 PM 
        To: Givan, Bernard HNC 
        Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly 
Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED) 

        Hi Bernard, 

        That is wonderful.  We would be able to host the meeting again, and we can definitely start the 
meeting after 10:30 am. 
        Are you available later this week for a brief call? 

        Lariza Sepulveda 
        Energy Division 
        GSA Central Office 
        

        On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 1:48 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote: 

                Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
                Caveats: NONE 

                Lariza, 
                It appears that most were in favor of a second meeting in October and no one was opposed. 
The recommendation was made to have it the DC area. I again would like to recommend that the 
meeting begin no earlier than 10:30 to allow time to make from the airport. 
                Thank you, 

                Bernard Givan, CEM 
                Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager 
                Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO) 
                US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE 
                4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822 
                Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  (calls 
forwarded to Blackberry) 
                Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil

                -----Original Message----- 
                From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
                Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 9:09 AM 
                To: Givan, Bernard HNC 
                Cc: Leonard Lucas (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov); White, Karen S Civ USAF AFLOA JACL/ULT; 
gregory.fike@tyndall.af.mil; Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ; Furuta, Norman NAVFAC, SW; 
Logan, Tracy; steven.porter@hq.doe.gov; Liotta, Rita M CIV WEST Counsel; McAndrew, David; Spann, 
Terrance A CIV (US); Ganton, Robert A Mr CIV USA OTJAG; Smith, Kyle J CIV (US); Melnikoff, Stephen S 
CIV (US); Prisco, Thomas J CIV (US); Hennessee, Robert H HNC; Zayas, Rafael HQ02; Matthew Dunne; 
Cummins, John M CIV NAVFAC SW; Thompson, Chris C Maj USAF AFLOA AFCEC/ULT; 
william.gray.21@us.af.mil; Shipp, Patrick; Landgraff, Paul G HQ02 
                Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly 
Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED) 

                Hello everyone, 

                I hope this email finds you well, and hope everyone is having a wonderful summer.  Please 
accept my apologies in advance as I wont be able to participate in today's call.  It has been a busy 
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summer and we are a bit short-staff . 
                I will reach out to you guys individually to catch up and get updates before next month's call. 
 Let me know if there are pressing issues that we can help address. 

                GSA updates: 

                .  We have renewed the SNL subscription.  Let me know if you have colleagues in your group 
that need to be added to the subscription,. 

                .  If you are not receiving SNL emails or if you can not access SNL please let me know so we can 
add you to the list. 
                .  GSA filed to intervene in FC 1119 Excelon-Pepco merger case in the District of Columbia.  On 
6/27/14 the DCPSC issued Order No. 17530 (see attachments). 
                .  GSA also filed to participate at  Exelon-pepco join FERC proceeding Docket No. Ec14. 
                .  We are involve in NY "Reforming the Energy Vision" Case 14-M-0101.  This case is quite 
diverse and there are several tracks and issues to follow.  Army is also participating on this case. 
                -  Waiting for Exelon-Pepco Merger filing in MD. 

                Miscellaneous: 
                Meeting twice a year  --  What are your thoughts on having a second meeting after the 
summer -- sometime in September or October? 
                Phone updates -- main phone and best way to reach me:  
<tel:%28202%29-420-8316>  <tel:%28202%29-420-8316> 
                                         no longer in use (202)-205-5057 <tel:%28202%29-205-5057> 
 <tel:%28202%29-205-5057> 

                Best regards 
                Lariza Sepulveda 
                Energy Division 
                GSA Central office 
                

                On Tue, Jul 8, 2014 at 11:49 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> 
wrote: 

                        Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
                        Caveats: NONE 

                        Just  a reminder for the monthly conference call. 

                        Bernard Givan, CEM 
                        Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager 
                        Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO) 
                        US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE 
                        4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822 
                        Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275> 
 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  (calls forwarded to Blackberry) 
                        Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil 
<mailto:bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil> 

                        Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
                        Caveats: NONE 
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Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly 
Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Wed, 9 Jul 2014 21:45:50 +0000
From: "Givan, Bernard HNC" <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <08F1AF71F3F81B4CB9F7169B43E1FC16437475C8@EIS-

MB0402CPC.eis.ds.usace.army.mil>
MD5: 72af8a7da989b873f13284ccffaf3a24

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
Caveats: NONE  
  
Please call around 9:30 eastern.  
  
Bernard Givan, CEM  
Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager  
Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO)  
US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE  
4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822  
Office (256) 895-1275 (calls forwarded to Blackberry)  
Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil  
  
   
  
  
-----Original Message-----  
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov]   
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 2:28 PM  
To: Givan, Bernard HNC  
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly Teleconference 
(UNCLASSIFIED)  
  
Thursday  between 9:30 and 11 or sometime after 3 pm.  Friday I am available any time.  
  
  
lariza  
  
  
On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 3:13 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote:  
  
  

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
Caveats: NONE  
  
Yes. What's the best time for you?  
  
Bernard Givan, CEM  
Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager  
Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO)  
US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE  
4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822  
Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  (calls forwarded to Blackberry)  
Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil  
  
  
  
  
-----Original Message-----  
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 1:48 PM  
To: Givan, Bernard HNC  
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly 

Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)  
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Hi Bernard,  
  
That is wonderful.  We would be able to host the meeting again, and we can definitely start the 

meeting after 10:30 am.  
Are you available later this week for a brief call?  
  
Lariza Sepulveda  
Energy Division  
GSA Central Office  

 
  
  
On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 1:48 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> 

wrote:  
  
  
        Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
        Caveats: NONE  
  
        Lariza,  
        It appears that most were in favor of a second meeting in October and no one was 

opposed. The recommendation was made to have it the DC area. I again would like to recommend that 
the meeting begin no earlier than 10:30 to allow time to make from the airport.  

        Thank you,  
  
        Bernard Givan, CEM  
        Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager  
        Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO)  
        US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE  
        4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822  
        Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  

(calls forwarded to Blackberry)  
        Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil  
  
  
  
  
        -----Original Message-----  
        From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov]  
        Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 9:09 AM  
        To: Givan, Bernard HNC  
        Cc: Leonard Lucas (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov); White, Karen S Civ USAF AFLOA JACL/ULT; 

gregory.fike@tyndall.af.mil; Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ; Furuta, Norman NAVFAC, SW; 
Logan, Tracy; steven.porter@hq.doe.gov; Liotta, Rita M CIV WEST Counsel; McAndrew, David; Spann, 
Terrance A CIV (US); Ganton, Robert A Mr CIV USA OTJAG; Smith, Kyle J CIV (US); Melnikoff, Stephen S 
CIV (US); Prisco, Thomas J CIV (US); Hennessee, Robert H HNC; Zayas, Rafael HQ02; Matthew Dunne; 
Cummins, John M CIV NAVFAC SW; Thompson, Chris C Maj USAF AFLOA AFCEC/ULT; 
william.gray.21@us.af.mil; Shipp, Patrick; Landgraff, Paul G HQ02  

        Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly 
Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)  

  
        Hello everyone,  
  
        I hope this email finds you well, and hope everyone is having a wonderful summer.  Please 

accept my apologies in advance as I wont be able to participate in today's call.  It has been a busy 
summer and we are a bit short-staff .  

        I will reach out to you guys individually to catch up and get updates before next month's 
call.  Let me know if there are pressing issues that we can help address.  

  
        GSA updates:  
  
        .  We have renewed the SNL subscription.  Let me know if you have colleagues in your 

group that need to be added to the subscription,.  
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        .  If you are not receiving SNL emails or if you can not access SNL please let me know so we 
can add you to the list.  

        .  GSA filed to intervene in FC 1119 Excelon-Pepco merger case in the District of Columbia.  
On 6/27/14 the DCPSC issued Order No. 17530 (see attachments).  

        .  GSA also filed to participate at  Exelon-pepco join FERC proceeding Docket No. Ec14.  
        .  We are involve in NY "Reforming the Energy Vision" Case 14-M-0101.  This case is quite 

diverse and there are several tracks and issues to follow.  Army is also participating on this case.  
        -  Waiting for Exelon-Pepco Merger filing in MD.  
  
  
        Miscellaneous:  
        Meeting twice a year  --  What are your thoughts on having a second meeting after the 

summer -- sometime in September or October?  
        Phone updates -- main phone and best way to reach me:  

<tel:%28202%29-420-8316>  <tel:%28202%29-420-8316>  
                                 no longer in use (202)-205-5057 <tel:%28202%29-205-5057>  

<tel:%28202%29-205-5057>  
  
  
        Best regards  
        Lariza Sepulveda  
        Energy Division  
        GSA Central office  
        
  
  
  
        On Tue, Jul 8, 2014 at 11:49 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> 

wrote:  
  
  
  
                Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
                Caveats: NONE  
  
                Just  a reminder for the monthly conference call.  
  
                Bernard Givan, CEM  
                Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager  
                Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO)  
                US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE  
                4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822  
                Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  

<tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  (calls forwarded to Blackberry)  
                Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil 

<mailto:bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil>  
  
  
  
  
  
                Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
                Caveats: NONE  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
        --  
  
  
        Lariza Sepulveda  
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Subject: Fwd: revisions
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:33 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVdsa9707bY1+jd3TmwxEjqnLXjZBmJ3Qf_mkfHbiOhOA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 835d5f720416357a77d27cecf6a6567b
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt9a.doc 

Michael,  here is the latest version.  

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: final revised draft
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 15:03:00 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <09E7E8BCF7F24923AC1CFBC440A23738@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: e13dd443316475c10e5093faa6364d0e
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt11a.doc 

1. this is the final draft    

2. call w/ any changes 

  

3. i'll be sending LL the final pdf w/s signed affidavit by 3:30, so pls get any changes you want to me by then, 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 13:16:52 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3c7CApKGBiqX494KOF62+u0aj0J1Tpt905HnkyqVzG=A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: cc0678b4747aeff168ad85a1a8fba999
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Michael, 
 

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly 
Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Wed, 9 Jul 2014 15:27:57 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "Givan, Bernard HNC" <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVaHti1y-LenmaxBhrMNXHLT1v4UgnPu5K4zyGxMvjuSA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 23f2ad8a520f30465429198e73962f0c

Thursday  between 9:30 and 11 or sometime after 3 pm.  Friday I am available any time. 
 

lariza

On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 3:13 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote: 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 

Yes. What's the best time for you? 

Bernard Givan, CEM 
Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager 
Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO) 
US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE 
4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822 
Office (256) 895-1275 (calls forwarded to Blackberry) 
Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil

-----Original Message----- 
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 1:48 PM 
To: Givan, Bernard HNC 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly Teleconference 
(UNCLASSIFIED) 

Hi Bernard, 

That is wonderful.  We would be able to host the meeting again, and we can definitely start the 
meeting after 10:30 am. 
Are you available later this week for a brief call? 

Lariza Sepulveda 
Energy Division 
GSA Central Office 

On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 1:48 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote: 

        Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
        Caveats: NONE 

        Lariza, 
        It appears that most were in favor of a second meeting in October and no one was opposed. The 
recommendation was made to have it the DC area. I again would like to recommend that the meeting 
begin no earlier than 10:30 to allow time to make from the airport. 
        Thank you, 
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        Bernard Givan, CEM 
        Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager 
        Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO) 
        US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE 
        4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822 
        Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  (calls forwarded to Blackberry) 
        Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil

        -----Original Message----- 
        From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
        Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 9:09 AM 
        To: Givan, Bernard HNC 
        Cc: Leonard Lucas (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov); White, Karen S Civ USAF AFLOA JACL/ULT; 
gregory.fike@tyndall.af.mil; Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ; Furuta, Norman NAVFAC, SW; 
Logan, Tracy; steven.porter@hq.doe.gov; Liotta, Rita M CIV WEST Counsel; McAndrew, David; Spann, 
Terrance A CIV (US); Ganton, Robert A Mr CIV USA OTJAG; Smith, Kyle J CIV (US); Melnikoff, Stephen S 
CIV (US); Prisco, Thomas J CIV (US); Hennessee, Robert H HNC; Zayas, Rafael HQ02; Matthew Dunne; 
Cummins, John M CIV NAVFAC SW; Thompson, Chris C Maj USAF AFLOA AFCEC/ULT; 
william.gray.21@us.af.mil; Shipp, Patrick; Landgraff, Paul G HQ02 
        Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly Teleconference 
(UNCLASSIFIED) 

        Hello everyone, 

        I hope this email finds you well, and hope everyone is having a wonderful summer.  Please accept 
my apologies in advance as I wont be able to participate in today's call.  It has been a busy summer and 
we are a bit short-staff . 
        I will reach out to you guys individually to catch up and get updates before next month's call.  Let 
me know if there are pressing issues that we can help address. 

        GSA updates: 

        .  We have renewed the SNL subscription.  Let me know if you have colleagues in your group that 
need to be added to the subscription,. 

        .  If you are not receiving SNL emails or if you can not access SNL please let me know so we can add 
you to the list. 
        .  GSA filed to intervene in FC 1119 Excelon-Pepco merger case in the District of Columbia.  On 
6/27/14 the DCPSC issued Order No. 17530 (see attachments). 
        .  GSA also filed to participate at  Exelon-pepco join FERC proceeding Docket No. Ec14. 
        .  We are involve in NY "Reforming the Energy Vision" Case 14-M-0101.  This case is quite diverse 
and there are several tracks and issues to follow.  Army is also participating on this case. 
        -  Waiting for Exelon-Pepco Merger filing in MD. 

        Miscellaneous: 
        Meeting twice a year  --  What are your thoughts on having a second meeting after the summer -- 
sometime in September or October? 
        Phone updates -- main phone and best way to reach me:    
<tel:%28202%29-420-8316> 
                                 no longer in use (202)-205-5057 <tel:%28202%29-205-5057> 

        Best regards 
        Lariza Sepulveda 
        Energy Division 
        GSA Central office 
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        On Tue, Jul 8, 2014 at 11:49 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote: 

                Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
                Caveats: NONE 

                Just  a reminder for the monthly conference call. 

                Bernard Givan, CEM 
                Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager 
                Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO) 
                US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE 
                4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822 
                Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  (calls 
forwarded to Blackberry) 
                Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil <mailto:bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil> 

                Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
                Caveats: NONE 

        -- 

        Lariza Sepulveda 

        Energy Division 

        GSA Central Office 

        1800 F Street NW 

        Washington, DC 20010 

        

        Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
        Caveats: NONE 

-- 

Lariza Sepulveda 

Energy Division 

GSA Central Office 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly 
Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Wed, 9 Jul 2014 19:13:02 +0000
From: "Givan, Bernard HNC" <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <08F1AF71F3F81B4CB9F7169B43E1FC1643747394@EIS-

MB0402CPC.eis.ds.usace.army.mil>
MD5: 3e52227c8a7c8e9341ff18f4b601b04a

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
Caveats: NONE  
  
Yes. What's the best time for you?  
  
Bernard Givan, CEM  
Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager  
Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO)  
US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE  
4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822  
Office (256) 895-1275 (calls forwarded to Blackberry)  
Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil  
  
   
  
  
-----Original Message-----  
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov]   
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 1:48 PM  
To: Givan, Bernard HNC  
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly Teleconference 
(UNCLASSIFIED)  
  
Hi Bernard,  
  
That is wonderful.  We would be able to host the meeting again, and we can definitely start the meeting 
after 10:30 am.  
Are you available later this week for a brief call?  
  
Lariza Sepulveda  
Energy Division  
GSA Central Office  

 
  
  
On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 1:48 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote:  
  
  

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
Caveats: NONE  
  
Lariza,  
It appears that most were in favor of a second meeting in October and no one was opposed. The 

recommendation was made to have it the DC area. I again would like to recommend that the meeting 
begin no earlier than 10:30 to allow time to make from the airport.  

Thank you,  
  
Bernard Givan, CEM  
Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager  
Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO)  
US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE  
4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822  
Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  (calls forwarded to Blackberry)  
Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil  
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-----Original Message-----  
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 9:09 AM  
To: Givan, Bernard HNC  
Cc: Leonard Lucas (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov); White, Karen S Civ USAF AFLOA JACL/ULT; 

gregory.fike@tyndall.af.mil; Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ; Furuta, Norman NAVFAC, SW; 
Logan, Tracy; steven.porter@hq.doe.gov; Liotta, Rita M CIV WEST Counsel; McAndrew, David; Spann, 
Terrance A CIV (US); Ganton, Robert A Mr CIV USA OTJAG; Smith, Kyle J CIV (US); Melnikoff, Stephen S 
CIV (US); Prisco, Thomas J CIV (US); Hennessee, Robert H HNC; Zayas, Rafael HQ02; Matthew Dunne; 
Cummins, John M CIV NAVFAC SW; Thompson, Chris C Maj USAF AFLOA AFCEC/ULT; 
william.gray.21@us.af.mil; Shipp, Patrick; Landgraff, Paul G HQ02  

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly Teleconference 
(UNCLASSIFIED)  

  
Hello everyone,  
  
I hope this email finds you well, and hope everyone is having a wonderful summer.  Please 

accept my apologies in advance as I wont be able to participate in today's call.  It has been a busy 
summer and we are a bit short-staff .  

I will reach out to you guys individually to catch up and get updates before next month's call.  
Let me know if there are pressing issues that we can help address.  

  
GSA updates:  
  
.  We have renewed the SNL subscription.  Let me know if you have colleagues in your group 

that need to be added to the subscription,.  
  
.  If you are not receiving SNL emails or if you can not access SNL please let me know so we can 

add you to the list.  
.  GSA filed to intervene in FC 1119 Excelon-Pepco merger case in the District of Columbia.  On 

6/27/14 the DCPSC issued Order No. 17530 (see attachments).  
.  GSA also filed to participate at  Exelon-pepco join FERC proceeding Docket No. Ec14.  
.  We are involve in NY "Reforming the Energy Vision" Case 14-M-0101.  This case is quite 

diverse and there are several tracks and issues to follow.  Army is also participating on this case.  
-  Waiting for Exelon-Pepco Merger filing in MD.  
  
  
Miscellaneous:  
Meeting twice a year  --  What are your thoughts on having a second meeting after the summer 

-- sometime in September or October?  
Phone updates -- main phone and best way to reach me:  

<tel:%28202%29-420-8316>   
                         no longer in use (202)-205-5057 <tel:%28202%29-205-5057>   
  
  
Best regards  
Lariza Sepulveda  
Energy Division  
GSA Central office  

 
  
  
  
On Tue, Jul 8, 2014 at 11:49 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> 

wrote:  
  
  
  
        Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
        Caveats: NONE  
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        Just  a reminder for the monthly conference call.  
  
        Bernard Givan, CEM  
        Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager  
        Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO)  
        US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE  
        4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822  
        Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  

(calls forwarded to Blackberry)  
        Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil 

<mailto:bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil>  
  
  
  
  
  
        Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
        Caveats: NONE  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
--  
  
  
Lariza Sepulveda  
  
Energy Division  
  
GSA Central Office  
  
1800 F Street NW  
  
Washington, DC 20010  
  

 
  
  
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
Caveats: NONE  
  
  
  

  
  
  
  
--   
  
  
Lariza Sepulveda  
  
Energy Division  
  
GSA Central Office  
  
1800 F Street NW  
  
Washington, DC 20010  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly 
Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Wed, 9 Jul 2014 14:48:20 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "Givan, Bernard HNC" <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVOBuD4SQfG6mnOCtA6gnNPTOhURJ3KO+x48hLD7_xSeQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 59d3a8d86937da91d6b2b797c4b19ec0

Hi Bernard, 
 

That is wonderful.  We would be able to host the meeting again, and we can definitely start the 
meeting after 10:30 am.

Are you available later this week for a brief call?

Lariza Sepulveda

Energy Division

GSA Central Office

On Wed, Jul 9, 2014 at 1:48 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote: 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 

Lariza, 
It appears that most were in favor of a second meeting in October and no one was opposed. The 
recommendation was made to have it the DC area. I again would like to recommend that the meeting 
begin no earlier than 10:30 to allow time to make from the airport. 
Thank you, 

Bernard Givan, CEM 
Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager 
Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO) 
US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE 
4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822 
Office (256) 895-1275 (calls forwarded to Blackberry) 
Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil

-----Original Message----- 
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 9:09 AM 
To: Givan, Bernard HNC 
Cc: Leonard Lucas (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov); White, Karen S Civ USAF AFLOA JACL/ULT; 
gregory.fike@tyndall.af.mil; Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ; Furuta, Norman NAVFAC, SW; 
Logan, Tracy; steven.porter@hq.doe.gov; Liotta, Rita M CIV WEST Counsel; McAndrew, David; Spann, 
Terrance A CIV (US); Ganton, Robert A Mr CIV USA OTJAG; Smith, Kyle J CIV (US); Melnikoff, Stephen S 
CIV (US); Prisco, Thomas J CIV (US); Hennessee, Robert H HNC; Zayas, Rafael HQ02; Matthew Dunne; 
Cummins, John M CIV NAVFAC SW; Thompson, Chris C Maj USAF AFLOA AFCEC/ULT; 
william.gray.21@us.af.mil; Shipp, Patrick; Landgraff, Paul G HQ02 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly Teleconference 
(UNCLASSIFIED) 

Hello everyone, 

I hope this email finds you well, and hope everyone is having a wonderful summer.  Please accept my 
apologies in advance as I wont be able to participate in today's call.  It has been a busy summer and we 
are a bit short-staff . 
I will reach out to you guys individually to catch up and get updates before next month's call.  Let me 
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know if there are pressing issues that we can help address. 

GSA updates: 

.  We have renewed the SNL subscription.  Let me know if you have colleagues in your group that need 
to be added to the subscription,. 

.  If you are not receiving SNL emails or if you can not access SNL please let me know so we can add you 
to the list. 
.  GSA filed to intervene in FC 1119 Excelon-Pepco merger case in the District of Columbia.  On 6/27/14 
the DCPSC issued Order No. 17530 (see attachments). 
.  GSA also filed to participate at  Exelon-pepco join FERC proceeding Docket No. Ec14. 
.  We are involve in NY "Reforming the Energy Vision" Case 14-M-0101.  This case is quite diverse and 
there are several tracks and issues to follow.  Army is also participating on this case. 
-  Waiting for Exelon-Pepco Merger filing in MD. 

Miscellaneous: 
Meeting twice a year  --  What are your thoughts on having a second meeting after the summer -- 
sometime in September or October? 
Phone updates -- main phone and best way to reach me: 
                         no longer in use (202)-205-5057

Best regards 
Lariza Sepulveda 
Energy Division 
GSA Central office 

On Tue, Jul 8, 2014 at 11:49 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote: 

        Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
        Caveats: NONE 

        Just  a reminder for the monthly conference call. 

        Bernard Givan, CEM 
        Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager 
        Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO) 
        US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE 
        4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822 
        Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  (calls forwarded to Blackberry) 
        Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil <mailto:bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil> 

        Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
        Caveats: NONE 

-- 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

mailto:Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil
mailto:bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil
mailto:bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: FC1119 testimony edits
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 11:34:22 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1Ak6wtOBTLKWVu-01TwstDpKuMRXWtNAyojzUOzKGCaw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8cae2c1beb9795ea66cb7b7242d92b3c
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Dennis, 
 

Attached are my relatively minor edits.  I did not edit CIF on page 5 line 11 as I assumed that you were 
quoting from the Commission ruling.  Otherwise you would want to spell it out as you did on page 6.  
For my lay persons mind, the impact of the proposed all customer 2 year rate freeze on the other CIF 
areas is something that we will get questions on.  Also, do you have an estimate of how much an all 
customer rate freeze costs/is worth?  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly 
Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Wed, 9 Jul 2014 17:48:32 +0000
From: "Givan, Bernard HNC" <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <08F1AF71F3F81B4CB9F7169B43E1FC1643747218@EIS-

MB0402CPC.eis.ds.usace.army.mil>
MD5: f229fa6d312ad46138c094473f126e8e

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
Caveats: NONE  
  
Lariza,  
It appears that most were in favor of a second meeting in October and no one was opposed. The 
recommendation was made to have it the DC area. I again would like to recommend that the meeting 
begin no earlier than 10:30 to allow time to make from the airport.  
Thank you,  
  
Bernard Givan, CEM  
Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager  
Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO)  
US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE  
4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822  
Office (256) 895-1275 (calls forwarded to Blackberry)  
Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil  
  
   
  
  
-----Original Message-----  
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA [mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov]   
Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2014 9:09 AM  
To: Givan, Bernard HNC  
Cc: Leonard Lucas (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov); White, Karen S Civ USAF AFLOA JACL/ULT; 
gregory.fike@tyndall.af.mil; Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ; Furuta, Norman NAVFAC, SW; 
Logan, Tracy; steven.porter@hq.doe.gov; Liotta, Rita M CIV WEST Counsel; McAndrew, David; Spann, 
Terrance A CIV (US); Ganton, Robert A Mr CIV USA OTJAG; Smith, Kyle J CIV (US); Melnikoff, Stephen S 
CIV (US); Prisco, Thomas J CIV (US); Hennessee, Robert H HNC; Zayas, Rafael HQ02; Matthew Dunne; 
Cummins, John M CIV NAVFAC SW; Thompson, Chris C Maj USAF AFLOA AFCEC/ULT; 
william.gray.21@us.af.mil; Shipp, Patrick; Landgraff, Paul G HQ02  
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly Teleconference 
(UNCLASSIFIED)  
  
Hello everyone,  
  
I hope this email finds you well, and hope everyone is having a wonderful summer.  Please accept my 
apologies in advance as I wont be able to participate in today's call.  It has been a busy summer and we 
are a bit short-staff .  
I will reach out to you guys individually to catch up and get updates before next month's call.  Let me 
know if there are pressing issues that we can help address.  
  
GSA updates:  
  
.  We have renewed the SNL subscription.  Let me know if you have colleagues in your group that need 
to be added to the subscription,.  
  
.  If you are not receiving SNL emails or if you can not access SNL please let me know so we can add you 
to the list.  
.  GSA filed to intervene in FC 1119 Excelon-Pepco merger case in the District of Columbia.  On 6/27/14 
the DCPSC issued Order No. 17530 (see attachments).  
.  GSA also filed to participate at  Exelon-pepco join FERC proceeding Docket No. Ec14.   
.  We are involve in NY "Reforming the Energy Vision" Case 14-M-0101.  This case is quite diverse and 
there are several tracks and issues to follow.  Army is also participating on this case.  
-  Waiting for Exelon-Pepco Merger filing in MD.  
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Miscellaneous:  
Meeting twice a year  --  What are your thoughts on having a second meeting after the summer -- 
sometime in September or October?  
Phone updates -- main phone and best way to reach me:  
                         no longer in use (202)-205-5057  
  
  
Best regards  
Lariza Sepulveda  
Energy Division  
GSA Central office  

 
  
  
  
On Tue, Jul 8, 2014 at 11:49 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote:  
  
  

  
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
Caveats: NONE  
   
Just  a reminder for the monthly conference call.  
   
Bernard Givan, CEM  
Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager  
Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO)  
US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE  
4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822  
Office (256) 895-1275 <tel:%28256%29%20895-1275>  (calls forwarded to Blackberry)  
Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil <mailto:bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil>   
   
   
   
   
   
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
Caveats: NONE  
   
   
   

  
  
  
  
--   
  
  
Lariza Sepulveda  
  
Energy Division  
  
GSA Central Office  
  
1800 F Street NW  
  
Washington, DC 20010  
  

 
  
  
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED  
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Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 21:51:29 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: tony.costa@gsa.gov
Cc: ken.shutika@gsa.gov, lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <-2936732198660365471@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 2b5b5dd1379b7e9c712a8bfb9f1b55b0
Attachments: NoName_1 ; GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

There was one additional edit from Michael.  I am up in Region 1, but should be available for a phone 
call if you need to recommend changes.  Also fine with you contacting Ken or Lariza directly 

Sent from my iPhone 
Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date: November 16, 2015 at 9:49:20 AM EST 
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1

Hi, Here is the first draft for your review.  Lariza

. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
Date: Wed, 09 Jul 2014 14:10:13 +0000
From: Mail Delivery Subsystem <mailer-daemon@googlemail.com>
To: lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <047d7b111f6552bea904fdc344bb@google.com>
MD5: 3521c9308ee535541fa4c350aef9a831

Delivery to the following recipient failed permanently:  
  
     Tracy.Logan@ee.doe.gov  
  
Technical details of permanent failure:   
Google tried to deliver your message, but it was rejected by the relay outbounds10.obsmtp.com by 
outbounds10.obsmtp.com. [74.125.244.12].  
  
The error that the other server returned was:  
550 5.1.1 <Tracy.Logan@ee.doe.gov>: Recipient address rejected: User unknown in relay recipient table  
  
----- Original message -----  
  
DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;  
        d=gsa.gov; s=google;  
        h=mime-version:in-reply-to:references:from:date:message-id:subject:to  
         :cc:content-type;  
        bh=6fFSiZxMcYtOeL3N0+HjVJXfY5Bbx/UBvdaTnZLt8Y0=;  
        b=GuYE8UT4Pe5XkYPwHfwIbbmc0hAsZCqUuI04WJoFXOmd3eONx+x4qydjSpNkghwROQ  
         +xU+I6Hjgk/hjokUCxsMpxb2Tpde4elICfAReZY1s8BhZEO7Aa1q6KYpvE6YQVl23jzO  
         W1feSbx4XLvVMd6KhSIdX6F9dvenGmiIR3IB0=  
X-Google-DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;  
        d=1e100.net; s=20130820;  
        h=x-gm-message-state:mime-version:in-reply-to:references:from:date  
         :message-id:subject:to:cc:content-type;  
        bh=6fFSiZxMcYtOeL3N0+HjVJXfY5Bbx/UBvdaTnZLt8Y0=;  
        b=Dso6sfoT/jZKZexw9Q4peNKOqB/hXBfvrZH0gweCd+J0IEJ/p5l4fYpC43kmYkvYbC  
         EWDMTOrpsjBYc+FibmQIvoVurZ9gB2Ele52c7h2ADejb1DAiuLq+6T7/+VojlZyH4nyI  
         Q2EURBv/1TDr+Bp0dXok0y4rqfCmXh4ucqB38evkjL1CPdt50tsSTz6Pd5n/a97G1MJb  
         EAfzeUR12Apx2TONuwlqA9NobzFQYDMowmtPhz6+wXhkNIJvgFt0qpI1RT5OQ9IYUvN+  
         IcZmsfBT8bHlPB8jFHmw0L9oXnrwey+XaJd6axobcbXlkXJ8EQbpKF2AK1ogpV4wOgne  
         JZYg==  
X-Gm-Message-State: ALoCoQn/8o0ZlYB0i9IyU+
CBnSksWkbZQIV8qzei1Y5MFoALrWl6j2Wr8BRh0URxdPwjnaj/oS7DHM3QAwSuqKkeEoTzu5YSUI/2t9oI5
NgKO1IP3zDFBZp7/k3cKca4/kVmmZQTP/cM  
X-Received: by 10.66.244.206 with SMTP id xi14mr11197874pac.83.1404915011006;  
        Wed, 09 Jul 2014 07:10:11 -0700 (PDT)  
X-Received: by 10.66.244.206 with SMTP id xi14mr11197841pac.83.1404915010618;  
 Wed, 09 Jul 2014 07:10:10 -0700 (PDT)  
MIME-Version: 1.0  
Received: by 10.68.61.38 with HTTP; Wed, 9 Jul 2014 07:09:26 -0700 (PDT)  
In-Reply-To: <08F1AF71F3F81B4CB9F7169B43E1FC1643746A7A@EIS-
MB0402CPC.eis.ds.usace.army.mil>  
References: <08F1AF71F3F81B4CB9F7169B43E1FC1643746A7A@EIS-
MB0402CPC.eis.ds.usace.army.mil>  
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>  
Date: Wed, 9 Jul 2014 10:09:26 -0400  
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXFvq=DEMfgAWbn-vqzFLDBLLjDRaM46j454B8k_=d57g@mail.gmail.com>  
Subject: Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly  
 Teleconference (UNCLASSIFIED)  
To: "Givan, Bernard HNC" <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil>  
Cc: "Leonard Lucas (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov)" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,   

"White, Karen S Civ USAF AFLOA JACL/ULT" <Karen.White@tyndall.af.mil>,   
"gregory.fike@tyndall.af.mil" <gregory.fike@tyndall.af.mil>,   
"Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ" <khojasteh.davoodi@navy.mil>,   
"Furuta, Norman NAVFAC, SW" <Norman.Furuta@navy.mil>, "Logan, Tracy" 

<Tracy.Logan@ee.doe.gov>,   
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"steven.porter@hq.doe.gov" <steven.porter@hq.doe.gov>,   
"Liotta, Rita M CIV WEST Counsel" <Rita.Liotta@navy.mil>, "McAndrew, David" 

<David.McAndrew@ee.doe.gov>,   
"Spann, Terrance A CIV (US)" <terrance.a.spann.civ@mail.mil>,   
"Ganton, Robert A Mr CIV USA OTJAG" <robert.ganton@us.army.mil>,   
"Smith, Kyle J CIV (US)" <kyle.j.smith124.civ@mail.mil>,   
"Melnikoff, Stephen S CIV (US)" <stephen.s.melnikoff.civ@mail.mil>,   
"Prisco, Thomas J CIV (US)" <thomas.j.prisco.civ@mail.mil>,   
"Hennessee, Robert H HNC" <Robert.H.Hennessee@usace.army.mil>,   
"Zayas, Rafael HQ02" <Rafael.Zayas@usace.army.mil>, Matthew Dunne 

<matthew.s.dunne.civ@mail.mil>,   
"Cummins, John M CIV NAVFAC SW" <john.cummins@navy.mil>,   
"Thompson, Chris C Maj USAF AFLOA AFCEC/ULT" <Chris.Thompson.2@tyndall.af.mil>,   
"william.gray.21@us.af.mil" <william.gray.21@us.af.mil>, "Shipp, Patrick" 

<Patrick.Shipp@ee.doe.gov>,   
"Landgraff, Paul G HQ02" <Paul.G.Landgraff@usace.army.mil>  

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary=047d7b111f6526dfde04fdc344f0  
  
Hello everyone,  
  
I hope this email finds you well, and hope everyone is having a wonderful  
summer.  Please accept my apologies in advance as I wont be able to  
participate in today's call.  It has been a busy summer and we are a bit  
short-staff .  
I will reach out to you guys individually to catch up and get updates  
before next month's call.  Let me know if there are pressing issues that we  
can help address.  
  
GSA updates:  
  
.  We have renewed the SNL subscription.  Let me know if you have  
colleagues in your group that need to be added to the subscription,.  
.  If you are not receiving SNL emails or if you can not access SNL please  
let me know so we can add you to the list.  
.  GSA filed to intervene in FC 1119 Excelon-Pepco merger case in the  
District of Columbia.  On 6/27/14 the DCPSC issued Order No. 17530 (see  
attachments).  
.  GSA also filed to participate at  Exelon-pepco join FERC proceeding  
Docket No. Ec14.  
.  We are involve in NY "Reforming the Energy Vision" Case 14-M-0101.  This  
case is quite diverse and there are several tracks and issues to follow.  
 Army is also participating on this case.  
-  Waiting for Exelon-Pepco Merger filing in MD.  
  
Miscellaneous:  
Meeting twice a year  --  What are your thoughts on having a second meeting  
after the summer -- sometime in September or October?  
Phone updates -- main phone and best way to reach me:  
                         no longer in use (202)-205-5057  
  
  
Best regards  
Lariza Sepulveda  
Energy Division  
GSA Central office  

 
  
  
  
On Tue, Jul 8, 2014 at 11:49 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <  
Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote:  
  
>  *Classification: UNCLASSIFIED*  
> *Caveats: NONE*  
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:12:23 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve2FAqQ+uTCKfLn0iBDu9EQ2tjbSoEikvvjzhS7kb+WEDA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b36d99497fb122f97d65d52c5c00c26c
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Michael, 
 

Attached is the final version of the testimony per suggested revisions.  See Page 15 for revised 
statement on microgrids.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 
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A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers 
that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  
Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject: DC DDOT follow up...
Date: Tue, 7 Oct 2014 15:10:54 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "benjamin.barillas" <benjamin.barillas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXCzh0gcN5Q8Dvy8Y9u-zem4V_Dj+f+5avVzfZBEjrDBA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 44475aea5dbbd8c37b619c5024c3987f
Attachments: DC DDOT surcharge briefing memo.docx 

Hola Ben, 

Fue un placer conocerte en la junta de hoy.  Me tomo de sorpresa que hablaras español; me da gusto 
cuando pasa porque me da oportunidad de praticar un poco.

Attached is the electronic copy of the summary of the case we discussed today; don't hesitate to ask if 
you have questions.

Also, I wanted to provide the information for the Exelon-Pepco merger case.  Formal Case No. 1119.  
GSA is a formal party to this case;

and as I mentioned in the meeting today, we are in the process of outlining GSA's position.  I will keep 
you posted as we move forward. 

There is a settlement conference for this case on October 14, and we are exploring the 3 items below 
for the upcoming meeting.

1.  Will GSA publicly endorse Exelon's acquisition of PHI?

2.  Is GSA publicly willing to recommend approval of the merger but only subject to specific conditions? 

3.  If the answer to #2 is yes, what are those conditions:  immediate rate reduction to reflect merger 
savings, ring-fencing to prevent intracorporate subsidies, specific performance measures, concessions 
to GSA? 

best regards y  mucho gusto

Lariza Sepulveda

Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Draft Contract Extension
Date: Thu, 25 Sep 2014 12:06:03 -0400
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Donald Snider - PMAA 

<donald.snider@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0fexsBBFrGszeVhyCGLi7grTfEHwhJ+421sx2xXskuPA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 820c5223710cf4310e5b4bc4cb995575
Attachments: PotomacMgtModPS05extensiontoDec31 2015.pdf 

Dennis, 
 

Per our discussion yesterday, attached is a draft modification to extend our rate intervention contract 
as well as add some money to it.  Please review the modification and if the modification looks OK, 
please sign and scan/email back to me to sign and process at this end.  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:08:11 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 

<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - 
LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>,  Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - 
PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve3E2_oGVmiKjROXcyQ4yE5Mavt0gkq=B0kRgTMv-90azg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9d06e3494e112500579c9edeb974cd22
Attachments: GSA _Initial Comments Re FC1130 Order17192-2015-08-31-final (2).pdf ; MEDSISKick-

OffGSAPresentationOct (1).pptx 

Michael, 
 

We are revising the testimony per instructions on microgrids.  We should have it any minute.  We had 
to clarify comments with our rate consultant expert.  Part of our statement will include a reference to 
GSA's previous comments and presentation to the Commission on FC1130 on the future of DC's energy 
systems in the past few months.  GSA has recommended that barriers to microgrids be removed and 
policies in support of microgrids should be developed.  So GSA is on record as being supportive of 
microgrids in Washington, DC.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:
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GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers 
that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  
Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject: FC 1119 12-3-15 cross transcript
Date: Sat, 05 Dec 2015 03:17:21 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <7336516D3F8F499F854CB9D44DC083DF@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 716cd37a27fc9ae6ee8fc0b5f8383b98
Attachments: cdavis_1242015_116_1_Formal_Case_No__1119_(Volume_II)__12-03-2015.pdf ; 2015-

NJ-order approve-Exelon PHI merger-2-11-15-2L.pdf 

see the attached 12/3/15 transcript at pages (pdf page nos.) 125 (Oliver - rate shock plus Commission comment), 
129 (Oliver - rate shock), 141 (Oliver - microgrids - he says nothing), and 144 (Oliver - no direct benefit to 
commercial customers - not contradicted in either 12/2 or 12/3 transcripts).  you should be able to see my 

highligts.     
also see Kane cross of OPC at 87-88 where OPC admits that it will not commit to supporting ending negative class 

RORs (see Par 48 fo the settlement). 

  
re direct commercial benefits in DE and NJ settlements: (1) DE settlement included no direct benefits, but there 
were no commercial/industrial nonresidential customer signatories to the settlement; (2) NJ settlement  and order 

(see attached at 34) said CIF should be distributed among all customers, not just residential. 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Re: Federal Utility Rate Intervention Work Group - Monthly Teleconference 
(UNCLASSIFIED)

Date: Wed, 9 Jul 2014 10:09:26 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "Givan, Bernard HNC" <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil>
Cc: "Leonard Lucas (leonard.lucas@gsa.gov)" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "White, Karen S Civ 

USAF AFLOA JACL/ULT" <Karen.White@tyndall.af.mil>,  "gregory.fike@tyndall.af.mil" 
<gregory.fike@tyndall.af.mil>,  "Davoodi, Khojasteh R CIV NAVFAC HQ, ACQ" 
<khojasteh.davoodi@navy.mil>,  "Furuta, Norman NAVFAC, SW" 
<Norman.Furuta@navy.mil>, "Logan, Tracy" <Tracy.Logan@ee.doe.gov>,  
"steven.porter@hq.doe.gov" <steven.porter@hq.doe.gov>,  "Liotta, Rita M CIV WEST 
Counsel" <Rita.Liotta@navy.mil>, "McAndrew, David" <David.McAndrew@ee.doe.gov>,  
"Spann, Terrance A CIV (US)" <terrance.a.spann.civ@mail.mil>,  "Ganton, Robert A Mr 
CIV USA OTJAG" <robert.ganton@us.army.mil>,  "Smith, Kyle J CIV (US)" 
<kyle.j.smith124.civ@mail.mil>,  "Melnikoff, Stephen S CIV (US)" 
<stephen.s.melnikoff.civ@mail.mil>,  "Prisco, Thomas J CIV (US)" 
<thomas.j.prisco.civ@mail.mil>,  "Hennessee, Robert H HNC" 
<Robert.H.Hennessee@usace.army.mil>,  "Zayas, Rafael HQ02" 
<Rafael.Zayas@usace.army.mil>, Matthew Dunne <matthew.s.dunne.civ@mail.mil>,  
"Cummins, John M CIV NAVFAC SW" <john.cummins@navy.mil>,  "Thompson, Chris C 
Maj USAF AFLOA AFCEC/ULT" <Chris.Thompson.2@tyndall.af.mil>,  
"william.gray.21@us.af.mil" <william.gray.21@us.af.mil>, "Shipp, Patrick" 
<Patrick.Shipp@ee.doe.gov>,  "Landgraff, Paul G HQ02" 
<Paul.G.Landgraff@usace.army.mil>

Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXFvq=DEMfgAWbn-vqzFLDBLLjDRaM46j454B8k_=d57g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7b0592e5a8a295425ccad47f45e8bf7b
Attachments: FERCExelon-Pepco_Holdings_Section_203_Application.pdf ; MergerOrder-2014-06-27-1-

dg.pdf 

Hello everyone, 
 

I hope this email finds you well, and hope everyone is having a wonderful summer.  Please accept my 
apologies in advance as I wont be able to participate in today's call.  It has been a busy summer and we 
are a bit short-staff .

I will reach out to you guys individually to catch up and get updates before next month's call.  Let me 
know if there are pressing issues that we can help address.

GSA updates:

.  We have renewed the SNL subscription.  Let me know if you have colleagues in your group that need 
to be added to the subscription,.

.  If you are not receiving SNL emails or if you can not access SNL please let me know so we can add you 
to the list.

.  GSA filed to intervene in FC 1119 Excelon-Pepco merger case in the District of Columbia.  On 6/27/14 
the DCPSC issued Order No. 17530 (see attachments).
.  GSA also filed to participate at  Exelon-pepco join FERC proceeding Docket No. Ec14. 
.  We are involve in NY "Reforming the Energy Vision" Case 14-M-0101.  This case is quite diverse and 
there are several tracks and issues to follow.  Army is also participating on this case.

-  Waiting for Exelon-Pepco Merger filing in MD.

Miscellaneous:

Meeting twice a year  --  What are your thoughts on having a second meeting after the summer 
-- sometime in September or October?
Phone updates -- main phone and best way to reach me:  
                         no longer in use (202)-205-5057

Best regards
Lariza Sepulveda
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Energy Division
GSA Central office

On Tue, Jul 8, 2014 at 11:49 PM, Givan, Bernard HNC <Bernard.W.Givan@usace.army.mil> wrote:

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 

Caveats: NONE

  

Just  a reminder for the monthly conference call.

  

Bernard  Givan , CEM 

Commercial Utilities Program (CUP), Program Manager 

Assistant Deputy Army Power Procurement Officer (ADAPPO) 

US Army Corps of Engineers, Engineering and Support Center, CEHNC-ISE 

4820 University Square, Huntsville, AL 35816-1822 

Office (256) 895-1275 (calls forwarded to Blackberry) 

Email Address: bernard.w.givan@usace.army.mil

  

 

 

 

 

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED

Caveats: NONE

 

 

     

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Pepco merger update
Date: Mon, 23 Jun 2014 12:42:08 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Heather Cameron" <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>, "Leonard Lucas" 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <8851131E05FF414186FA1E5335D5EE32@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 3150eb451a6957f62cedfd6f12cc38e5
Attachments: Pepco-Proposed Issue ndex.pdf ; AOBA_Petition_to_Intervene.pdf ; investingdaily.com-

ExelonPepco Merger.pdf ; Merger-5.pdf ; Pepco Exelon pledge 1,500 new jobs with 
merger.pdf 

for your reading enjoyment, pls find attached 3 articles re the merger, Pepco's proposed issues list for FC1119, and 

AOBA's petition to intervene in FC1119.  one of the articles notes that Pepco plans to file in MD in August.    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Pepco merger update
Date: Wed, 25 Jun 2014 14:41:22 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiX4EAm4Jxf8+i32BmJHLSAkq4xzAWXBJ5DSrkSTw=uBQw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2d73da5fd0b7a635d7bf5789ce866edb
Attachments: Pepco-Proposed Issue ndex.pdf ; investingdaily.com-ExelonPepco Merger.pdf ; 

Merger-5.pdf ; Pepco Exelon pledge 1,500 new jobs with merger.pdf 

Mark, 

For your reading enjoyment attached 3 articles of  the merger.  Pepco filed last week in DC, attached 
is also the proposed issue index of the Joint Applicants in Formal Case No.1119O.

We expect Pepco to file in MD in August.  We are also working on the New York reforming the energy 
vision proceeding.

Regards 

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Fwd: PECO - Distribution Rate Proceeding - Docket No. R-2015-2468981 - TASC Direct 
Testimony

Date: Wed, 24 Jun 2015 19:07:45 -0500
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <   Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAJR8MYsJz-mJeth-oJBukoUwm6en5f2Rahk-Eh35CY4iTQYw_g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 56bb2646ec2b4d87f15507a7c59170e6
Attachments: TASC Direct Testimony of Steven Gabel.pdf ; PECO TASC Exhibits.PDF 

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kimberly Kooles <kkooles@kfwlaw.com>
Date: Tue, Jun 23, 2015 at 2:14 PM 
Subject: PECO - Distribution Rate Proceeding - Docket No. R-2015-2468981 - TASC Direct Testimony 
To: angeljones@pa.gov
Cc: David Wooley <dwooley@kfwlaw.com>, "jfinnigan@edf.org" <jfinnigan@edf.org>, 
"ttran@clsphila.org" <ttran@clsphila.org>, "abakare@mwn.com" <abakare@mwn.com>, 
"etriscari@pa.gov" <etriscari@pa.gov>, "rballenger@clsphila.org" <rballenger@clsphila.org>, 
"jpickens@clsphila.org" <jpickens@clsphila.org>, "mpanfil@edf.org" <mpanfil@edf.org>, 
"etrinkle@mwn.com" <etrinkle@mwn.com>, "phikirchne@pa.gov" <phikirchne@pa.gov>, 
"colinscott@pa.gov" <colinscott@pa.gov>, "abeatty@paoca.org" <abeatty@paoca.org>, 
"cmincavage@mwn.com" <cmincavage@mwn.com>, "pulp@palegalaid.net" <pulp@palegalaid.net>, 
"jennejohns@pa.gov" <jennejohns@pa.gov>, "dasmus@pa.gov" <dasmus@pa.gov>, 
"jocelyn.g.hill@phila.gov" <jocelyn.g.hill@phila.gov>, "bpierce@paoca.org" <bpierce@paoca.org>, 
"cappleby@paoca.org" <cappleby@paoca.org>, "scott.schwarz@phila.gov" <scott.schwarz@phila.gov>, 
"sandra.doyle.mcmanus@phila.gov" <sandra.doyle.mcmanus@phila.gov>, "j.barry.davis@phila.gov" 
<j.barry.davis@phila.gov>, "bhartung@cleanair.org" <bhartung@cleanair.org>, 
"kathleen.barksdale@gsa.gov" <kathleen.barksdale@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "joe_minott@cleanair.org" <joe_minott@cleanair.org>, "Botak, Amy:(PECO)" 
<Amy.Botak@exeloncorp.com>, "lwelde@cleanair.org" <lwelde@cleanair.org>, 
"sstoner@eckertseamans.com" <sstoner@eckertseamans.com>, "dclearfield@eckertseamans.com" 
<dclearfield@eckertseamans.com>, "mszybist@nrdc.org" <mszybist@nrdc.org>, 
"dodell@eckertseamans.com" <dodell@eckertseamans.com>, "roger@fsconline.com" 
<roger@fsconline.com>, "langeland@pennfuture.org" <langeland@pennfuture.org>, "DeCusatis, 
Anthony:(BSC)" <adecusatis@morganlewis.com>, "Preate, Andrea M:(BSC)" <apreate-
regni@morganlewis.com>, "watkinsg@tai-econ.com" <watkinsg@tai-econ.com>, 
" <  "excel.consulting@sbcglobal.net" 
<excel.consulting@sbcglobal.net>, "djeffron@aol.com" <djeffron@aol.com>, "Gallo, Tabitha 
Jean:(PECO)" <Tabitha.Gallo@exeloncorp.com>, "Garfinkle, Jack Robert:(PECO)" 
<Jack.Garfinkle@exeloncorp.com>, "david.parcell@tai-econ.com" <david.parcell@tai-econ.com>, 
"Mcglinn, Brooke E.:(BSC)" <bmcglinn@morganlewis.com>, "Swerling, Michael S:(PECO)" 
<Michael.Swerling@exeloncorp.com>, "Vasudevan, Catherine G.:(BSC)" 
<cvasudevan@morganlewis.com>, "Smith, Ward L:(PECO)" <ward.smith@exeloncorp.com>, "Diaz Jr, 
Romulo L:(PECO)" <Romulo.Diaz@exeloncorp.com>, "Gadsden, Thomas P." 
<tgadsden@morganlewis.com>, Jacob Schlesinger <jschlesinger@kfwlaw.com> 

 

Dear Honorable Angela T. Jones,

Please find attached the Direct  Testimony  of  Steven  Gabel  on Behalf  of  The  Alliance  for  Solar  
Choice,  and its corresponding Exhibits. Hard copies of these materials will follow by mail.

Sincerely, 

Kim Kooles

Kimberly Kooles, LEED Green Associate 

Research AnalystKeyes, Fox & Wiedman LLP
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Distributed Generation & Renewable Energy Law

(919) 825-3344| kkooles@kfwlaw.com | www.kfwlaw.com 

This electronic message transmission contains information from this law firm which may be 
confidential or privileged. The information is intended for the use of the individual or entity 
named above. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, 
distribution or use of the contents of this information is prohibited.  If you have received this 
electronic transmission in error, please notify me at (919) 
825-3344 or kkooles@kfwlaw.com immediately.

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee 
unless otherwise
indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to 
requesting or receiving the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental 
impressions and work product of the attorney. Disclosure to third parties by anyone 
other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the attorney/client 
privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FERC Filing - Exelon/Pepco, EC14-96-000 - Comments of SMECO
Date: Mon, 21 Jul 2014 15:05:49 -0400
From: Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <
Message-ID: <CAFek1VRCRksgehT4BWgf+-nEX-LtCPaonOkX4SkSvmjsFgjVuA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9a216c4ba26de19716c550be1ed9fc7c
Attachments: 2014-07-21 - SMECO Comments - EC14-96 - FINAL (D0192129x8DF41).pdf 

FYI... 
 

Heather R. Cameron

Assistant General Counsel

Real Property Division (LR)

General Services Administration

1800 F Street, NW

Room 2019A

Washington, DC 20405

(202) 501-0529

(cell)

(202) 501-1944 fax 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Linda L. Murray-Kimball <LMK@dwgp.com>
Date: Mon, Jul 21, 2014 at 3:02 PM 
Subject: FERC Filing - Exelon/Pepco, EC14-96-000 - Comments of SMECO 
To: rene.demuynck@bpu.state.nj.us, tricia.caliguire@bpu.state.nj.us, bobrien@chpk.com, 
David.Wand@dol.lps.state.nj.us, jennifer.hsia@dol.lps.state.nj.us, Jason Gray <JTG@dwgp.com>, 
"Linda L. Murray-Kimball" <LMK@dwgp.com>, Bob Weinberg <RW@dwgp.com>, Tom Rudebusch 
<TLR@dwgp.com>, jamesmitchell@dwt.com, aboughner@eucmail.com, 
kathleen.barron2@exeloncorp.com, ksealy@firstenergycorp.com, mparke@firstenergycorp.com, 
heather.cameron@gsa.gov, gnewell@jsslaw.com, brent.bolea@maryland.gov, 
miles.mitchell@maryland.gov, Ransom.Davis@maryland.gov, steven.talson@maryland.gov, 
jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com, Joseph.Bowring@monitoringanalytics.com, 
Suzette.Krausen@monitoringanalytics.com, nsitaraman@opc-dc.gov, billf@opc.state.md.us, 
terric@opc.state.md.us, alblauman@pepcoholdings.com, DCanter@postschell.com, 
whall@psc.state.md.us, Jodi.Moskowitz@pseg.com, kenneth.carretta@pseg.com, 
Paul.Napoli@pseg.com, Vilna.Gaston@pseg.com, hogden@rpa.state.nj.us, smassey@rpa.state.nj.us, 
mestes@skadden.com, mnaeve@skadden.com, Ken.Capps@smeco.coop, 
Mark.MacDougall@smeco.coop, andrea.maucher@state.de.us, david.bonar@state.de.us, 
john.farber@state.de.us, regina.iorii@state.de.us, robert.howatt@state.de.us, ruth.price@state.de.us

Attached is the “Comments Of Southern Maryland Electric Cooperative, Inc.,” in Exelon Corporation, 
Pepco Holdings, Inc., Docket No. EC14-96-000, that was filed today at FERC.     

This email is being sent to you in accordance with the requirements set forth in Section 385.2010 of the 
Commission’s rules regarding E-Service.  Please contact me should you have any questions or concerns. 

Thank you, 
Linda

 

Linda Murray-Kimball 
Legal Assistant  

Duncan, Weinberg, Genzer 
   & Pembroke, P.C. 
1615 M Street, NW 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lisa.austin@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Exelon files at FERC
Date: Sun, 01 Jun 2014 16:07:07 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, 

"Heather Cameron" <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <595732A741B64A089D375EC01E669D2C@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 1a3d637820ee3a19f6934edbb1962549
Attachments: Exelon-Pepco-Forbes.pdf ; Exelon-Pepco_Holdings_Section_203_Application.pdf 

fyi.  FERC filing is attached.  also see the attachment from Forbes re why Exelon needs Pepco.    
http://www.marketwatch.com/story/exelon-pepco-holdings-inc-file-with-ferc-for-approval-to-combine-their-

businesses-2014-05-30?reflink=MW_news_stmp 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lisa.austin@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015
Date: Wed, 30 Dec 2015 13:00:23 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
Cc: Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Lisa 

Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+RNAdqUdBNEg67faG57obtSAp_LcaFkqGEXHschg-X2riJNzQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1d3060513105cd2adfeafaf99a8aa085

Hi Katy: 
 

We have been discussing this for some weeks now.  While the PEPCO-Exelon merger is in most respects 
a one-off event, the ground has been shifting on utility rate intervention cases.  Our folks have been 
preparing a white paper and we should be able to provide you with a pre-brief on Tuesday.

Regards,

Steve

On Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 12:46 PM, Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry, Tony and Steve, 

The meeting that the Administrator requested on Thursday on Pepco is to continue the discussion, while we are not up 
against a specific deadline, on what we are continuing to do to protect the Federal rate payer in this situation. 

Specifically, when/where are the places we can/should/shouldn't engage or weigh-in moving forward. 

I don't know if it exists, but if there is a timeline for past actions, and/or future opportunities that would be helpful 
prior to the meeting.  (examples - post-hearing briefs, DC government meetings...)

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Syretta Dyson - AC <syretta.dyson@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 10:39 AM 
Subject: Fwd: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015 
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov> 

Katy and Reggie,

Please see below.  I've received several out of office messages in response to my request for 
briefing materials.  I've copied alternative staff members, so I hope to received materials for 
Monday, January 4, 2015 by noon tomorrow.  If I have any issues attaining materials, I will 
reach out to you.

Thanks,

______________________________________________________ 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lisa.austin@gsa.gov_0

Syretta E. Dyson 

Special Assistant to the Administrator, Office of the Administrator 

U.S. General Services Administration

Office Phone: 202-208-0104 
Cell Phone:  

Syretta.Dyson@gsa.gov

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Syretta Dyson - AC <syretta.dyson@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 10:36 AM 
Subject: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015 
To: Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, Kristi Irvin - B <kristen.irvin@gsa.gov>, Gerard Badorrek - B 
<gerard.badorrek@gsa.gov>, Emily Waechter - B <emily.waechter@gsa.gov>, Giancarlo Brizzi - M1 
<giancarlo.brizzi@gsa.gov>, Andrew McMahon - 9A <andrew.mcmahon@gsa.gov>, Kelly Paisley - ZC 
<kelly.paisley@gsa.gov>, Gita Stulberg - ZC <gita.stulberg@gsa.gov>, Antonia Harris - C 
<antonia.harris@gsa.gov>, Autumn Jones - C <autumn.jones@gsa.gov>, Andrei Chursov - AC 
<andrei.chursov@gsa.gov>, Jessica Hamilton - AC <jessica.hamilton@gsa.gov>, Michael Kerin - AC 
<michael.kerin@gsa.gov>, Marquis Liddell - P <marquis.liddell@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

Colleagues:

Listed below are the Administrator's meetings for next week that will require the preparation of 
briefing materials.  As always, all materials are DUE by 12:00 PM the day before the actual 
meeting takes place; however, materials for tomorrow are due noon today as a result of the 
Holiday.  Please send all materials directly to me.

MONDAY, JANUARY 4, 2015:(With the Holiday, all materials are due by Noon 
Tomorrow)

l 1:1 With Norm Dong (Greg Treml)

l Childcare Check-in with Denise (Kristi Irvin/Natalie Palugyai)

l Options for Future Benchmarking  (Andrew McMahon/GC)

l Trip Update:  Atlanta (OPE:  Kelly Paisely/Gita Stulberg)

TUESDAY, JANUARY 5, 2016:

l ACTION PLAN:  Strengthening Performance Management to Drive Outcomes (Natalie Palugyai/Autumn 
Jones) 

l Action Plan:  Optimized Workforce (Natalie Palugyai/Autumn Jones)

l Sustainability Update (Andrei Chursov/Kevin Kampschroer)

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 6, 2016:

l End of Year Taping (Daniel Kohns/COMMS)

l Five year Capital Plan: (Michael Kerin)

l PTT Restacking & Phase 2 Plans (Cynthia Metzler/Julie Eubank)

l GSA IT/Cyber Security (Note Prep for PMC Meeting)  (Lesley Briante/David Shive)

l FedScape Check-in (Tony Costa)

THURSDAY, JANUARY 7, 2016:

l Innovators Roundtable (agenda already received from Mat Stier)

l Pepco Merger Discussion (Barry Segal/Steve Sakach)

l Follow-up Discussion OCSIT bi-weekly check-in (Phaedra Chrousos/Andrew McMahon)

l FY15 Sustainability Performance (Andrie Chursov/Jessica Hamilton)

FRIDAY,JANUARY 8, 2016:

l PMC Meeting (David Shive/Lesley Briante)

l EC COMMS LAUNCH (Brett/Teressa)

l ASF Status Report (Emily Waechter)

Thanks,
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_lisa.austin@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:53 -0500
From: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>
To: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD 

<michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, 
Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  Gregg Treml - P 
<gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Anthony Costa 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAE2DtbiBeE8voffw8pcJqSxq8fcvuRpwEQ4NAn1t0pLhYc372A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 25e7c144182f5810396f672f6a810489

we can use 6126 

___________________

Lisa A. Austin

Associate Administrator

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs

1800 F St., NW

Washington, DC  20415

tel.  202-208-1806

cell:  202-603-5921

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:48 PM, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 
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n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers 
that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  
Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 18:14:57 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Teressa Wykpisz-
Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAMhUOJQzxa1E-WV7c3MDedPQsHZ10CrGo--AdHoxA4JpnQHj8Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 86227a2d932b1bcc3693d04c6e4f1d9e

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way. 
 

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis

The Washington Post
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 15:19:47 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: "brett.prather@gsa.gov" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, lisa.austin@gsa.gov, 

nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 

<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, michael.gelber@gsa.gov

Message-ID: <-5512332685005268374@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 638351d09a1b2e5e1bfb525e213b6391

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 
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GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:25:03 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <-3763059235526297371@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 2c2275c65c6f132f506bc127a53b423d

I'm fine if others are.  

Sent from my iPhone 
On Dec 1, 2015, at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone
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On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 18:24:59 -0500
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
To: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Denise Roth - A 

<denise.roth@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AC <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Katy Kale - AC 
<katy.kale@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Kris Durmer - L 
<kris.durmer@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - 
PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>

Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CANmQ29HtRaTtG8B4Ky2iQn=C4ngpiK19nrGoDV0DbvhkRQD12g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 92f7a461cd857a56d9a89709cb3d0b9e

Here's the blog that went out.  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:51 PM 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 Blog  below. Link  here. 

 

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon 

Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.
The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.
In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement, GSA noted that 
“the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe 
for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also 
echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.) 
As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Subject: Flagging Pepco blog post (no GSA mention)
Date: Mon, 11 Jan 2016 11:07:48 -0500
From: Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - S <brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Teressa Wykpisz-Lee <teressa.wykpisz-

lee@gsa.gov>, Alice Yates - S <alice.yates@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S 
<lisa.austin@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAO_NsZwzN-OBM7pNFFr2whfh6H9bLSmb1RQbPCjKDfWTJYtB-w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f62a53fefecfd1a81d54fe818870e87c

fya 

Was Pepco's $25M Deal For DC United 
Naming Rights A Case Of 'Pay-To-Play?'

By: Patrick Madden
January 8, 2016

1
comments

DC United

The new stadium for DC United at Buzzards Point would have several streets named for Pepco as part of the $25M deal.

Pepco recently inked a deal with D.C. to pay $25 million for naming rights near the planned 
soccer stadium for DC United. But the timing of the deal -  along with the generous payout and 
scant details -  have some questioning whether it's connected to the controversial merger 
agreement between the city government and the power companies Pepco and Exelon.
For opponents of the proposed merger, like Mike Tidwell of the Chesapeake Climate Action 
Network, the $25 million naming rights deal doesn't add up. He says the agreement is far more 
generous for the city than any other naming rights deal in the country, particularly because 
Pepco is paying the money upfront. Tidwell thinks that's odd, considering the rights are for an 
area around the stadium, not the stadium itself.
On top of that, he says the agreement was signed around the same time D.C. reached a deal with 
Pepco and Exelon over its nearly $7 billion merger.

PEPCO-EXELON COVERAGE

l D.C. Regulators Reject $6.4 Billion Pepco-Exelon Merger

l 5 Takeaways From The Rejected Pepco-Exelon Merger

l Pump The Brakes On Pepco-Exelon Merger? Public Citizen Joins Chorus

l Environment Back In Spotlight For Hearings On Pepco-Exelon Merger Monday
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l How Nonprofits Are Getting Caught Up In Battle Over The Pepco-Exelon Merger

l Feds Advise Against Pepco-Exelon Merger Unless Better Deal Is Struck

"It's our conclusion that this payment was not about the soccer stadium," says Tidwell. "It was 
not about naming rights to a street next to the soccer stadium, it is a 'pay-to-play' payment that 
curries favor with the mayor and encouraged her to settle with the merger that Pepco wants with 
Exelon. There's almost no other conclusion that you can draw."
The Chesapeake Climate Action Network and the watchdog group Public Citizen are releasing a 
research paper on the sponsorship agreement. They argue that the two-page agreement -  while 
legal -  is unprecedented.
"Why so much money? Why pay completely upfront? Why pay with such a simple contract?" 
says Tidwell.
Both the D.C. government and the power companies deny any connection between the naming 
rights deal and the merger settlement.
Mike Czin, a spokesman for Mayor Muriel Bowser, says Pepco has been part of the soccer 
stadium negotiations for years -  well before the merger between Pepco and Exelon was 
proposed.
And Myra Oppel with Pepco says the naming rights agreement isn't related to the merger. The 
energy company has land near the stadium site and development in the area will increase its 
value.
D.C.’s public service commission is expected to decide whether to approve the merger in the 
next month or two
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Fri, 4 Dec 2015 15:57:33 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>
Cc: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB 

<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Adam Neufeld - AD 
<adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>,  Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAMhUOJTE7AOLisKdxs8zb8DMs8a-Km9ojRYB9x9ZkmEXh9WUWw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6932d8ac5e172016336a5c398c2371cd

Kris and Barry, please see below. Can you let us know if you have any concerns with our proposed 
response? 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not 
written in response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written 
in response to the originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, 
another entity wrote a story today based on the original story from WaPo).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility 
merger." The original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted 
scrutiny in reversing their positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and 
"apparent willingness to go along now." This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of 
position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate 
in the hearings. This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about 
the shortened process for the Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable 
treatment of the federal community. As we note in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow 
us to properly consider and submit testimony.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM 
Subject: RE: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 

Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
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review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 

--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-
circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.” 
We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if 
this is true, there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such 
explanation for its lack of a substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this 
week when it excused itself from hearings this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of 
the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not 
granted. As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit 
testimony. 
That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there 
are facts that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, 
additional resources it put into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change 
to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively 
pursuing cost savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA 
noted that “the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large 
of a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer 
timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This 
request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the 
Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to 
properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:48:33 -0500
From: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFESnuGKKbvcuSOOrxphcmM6Z3U2dpyxN_yvid5Si=2KS_k0fQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 136efa00c71eea49eaf5e5f0280010ba

Hi all,  
 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers 
that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  
Please let me know if you would like to discuss.
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 
Deputy Administrator 
General Services Administration 
O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

--

Sam Cho

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:45:06 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
Cc: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P 
<gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CANEWrGEhmgLo3Cc6F0yX4AYxnKQxD+a6+mKt2gm=awVtF55Grg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b99d94506b408fe4fb800a58debabc77

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite. 
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers 
that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  
Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,
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Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 
Deputy Administrator 
General Services Administration 
O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:23:49 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" 
<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather 
- Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFBmGyd7a4ALG=FaoxT-oQn31o15Eq-ODHoFeA5kZu2P+xYvHA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: fd0582ff3ad678e9d55bcaedc34ac400

Looks good. 
 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

- mobile

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:
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Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--
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Subject: Fwd: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 08:59:05 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>

Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve 
Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry 
Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAOf79dQ_drV6FP-J=5bhTSJ7LCJHgEq6+hAsQP9Vz_MsCmeuzQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4b8af887c1a7b58dff193d2fba67a70d
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger. 
 

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 
1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 
2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to 
amend it to include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that 
is, no base rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or 
distribution of the $72.8 million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze 
through March 31, 2019.  However, this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-
residential customers that are completely ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government 
microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which 
provides no indication of the potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million 
cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of 
any settlement parameters that provide comparable ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost 
uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly non-residential customers 
that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  
Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  
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We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
 

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:45:52 -0400
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  

Darren Blue <darren.blue@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dQc5dNbZEjQyVHTuA5qv2Fi9bVgpGiL1O_h34dgToHqwg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9972e8a970f75d73fd9c209837826901
Attachments: GSA Motion FC1119 Filed 10-16-15.pdf 

Sharing a GSA motion filed today regarding the Pepco-Exelon merger. 
 

GSA is requesting the DC Public Service Commission provide extra time for interested parties to review 
the proposed deal.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:16 PM 
Subject: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 

John,

Attached is a copy of the GSA motion filed today with the DC PSC in Formal Case No. 1119.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
 

--
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Subject: Re: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 17:15:22 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <5236537441578463661@unknownmsgid>
MD5: a0d3562aba6a7427b4bacb8ddd842f24

Awesome, thanks so much Mark 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Dec 3, 2015, at 5:09 PM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Thanks, Mark.

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:08 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote:

This is it.

http://dcpsc.org/edocket/docketsheets_pdf_FS.asp?caseno=FC1119&docketno=974&flag=D&show_re
sult=Y

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:58 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks Steve. My apologies, I have the PDF. Was hoping to get the online link to the PSC website where 
it is posted.

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:54 PM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:45 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Darren 
Blue <darren.blue@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Sharing a GSA motion filed today regarding the Pepco-Exelon merger.

GSA is requesting the DC Public Service Commission provide extra time for interested parties to review 
the proposed deal.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:16 PM 
Subject: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
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John,

Attached is a copy of the GSA motion filed today with the DC PSC in Formal Case No. 1119.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 17:09:28 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+RNAdrRNyQ2GoLG5pBX0_3Mc8iBUSYU1+aD7H8D=OZYeGwT-Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7dcce1df1e6fa962ffa40568a0b6b1de

Thanks, Mark. 
 

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:08 PM, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> wrote:

This is it.

http://dcpsc.org/edocket/docketsheets_pdf_FS.asp?caseno=FC1119&docketno=974&flag=D&show_re
sult=Y

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:58 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks Steve. My apologies, I have the PDF. Was hoping to get the online link to the PSC website where 
it is posted.

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:54 PM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:45 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Darren 
Blue <darren.blue@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Sharing a GSA motion filed today regarding the Pepco-Exelon merger.

GSA is requesting the DC Public Service Commission provide extra time for interested parties to review 
the proposed deal.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:16 PM 
Subject: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 

John,

Attached is a copy of the GSA motion filed today with the DC PSC in Formal Case No. 1119.
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 18:24:59 -0500
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
To: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Denise Roth - A 

<denise.roth@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AC <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Katy Kale - AC 
<katy.kale@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Kris Durmer - L 
<kris.durmer@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - 
PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>

Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CANmQ29HtRaTtG8B4Ky2iQn=C4ngpiK19nrGoDV0DbvhkRQD12g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: eed3a5a83302632411b07a0cedc0ae0c

Here's the blog that went out.  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:51 PM 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 Blog  below. Link  here. 

 

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon 

Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.
The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.
In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement, GSA noted that 
“the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe 
for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also 
echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.) 
As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up
Date: Fri, 11 Dec 2015 08:45:42 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<   Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1=HfTYvH8VHwARU3aaTJ0bbM34Ej0fQMoHvvncsp5f1A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 635a78039537b981286f134c6518dd5f

Leonard, 
 

Please see attached inquiry.  We have interacted in the past with local environmental groups to discuss 
local regulatory matters.  However, given the sensitive nature of the topic and where we are at in the 
case process wise, I wanted to send this over for your review and comment.  I have never heard of this 
group before.  It is my understanding that the draft brief is still under review.  Thanks for your 
feedback.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Stephanie Kurose <SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2015 at 5:43 PM 
Subject: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up 
To: "ken.shutika@gsa.gov" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Hi Mr. Shutika, 

My name is Stephanie Kurose and I work at the Center for Biological Diversity, an environmental 
organization here in the District. I left you a voicemail earlier this afternoon and just wanted to follow 
up with an email. I just had some questions on what GSA thinks about the merger and what its concerns 
are regarding the potential impacts to the federal government. I've been following the case very closely 
and would love to chat if you have the time! You can reach me at or this email address. 
I will be around all day tomorrow. 

Thanks again! 

Stephanie Kurose, J.D. 
Center for Biological Diversity 
skurose@biologicaldiversity.org
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Fri, 4 Dec 2015 09:01:41 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>,  

Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKOj_Yhix1iGkCz6qwRY-Y+1+_DpmyegUk7cA=0cDVj-Qw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4eb866310269b6346b38e7a4b25cd34e

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Kamara Jones - ZBB" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 
Date: Dec 3, 2015 6:25 PM 
Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: "Reginald Cardozo - AC" <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Denise Roth - A" <denise.roth@gsa.gov>, 
"Adam Neufeld - AC" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, "Katy Kale - AC" <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" 
<lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Mark Ewing - PMAA" <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Kris Durmer - L" <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov>, "Kenneth Shutika - PMAA" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

Here's the blog that went out.  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:51 PM 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 Blog  below. Link  here. 

 

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon 

Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon 
have mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has 
been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any 
proposed utility proceeding. As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to 
object to the short-circuited process by which the agreement is being considered.
The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By 
freezing rates for a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate 
increases that will disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we 
have previously voiced and will continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the 
Commission) be asked to consider a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
taxpayer’s interest as we always have.
In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 
Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement, GSA noted that 
“the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 
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a meaningf ul opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe 
for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also 
echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.) As 
a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.

--

Kamara Jones 

Press Secretary 

U.S. General Services Administration  

Office of Communications and Marketing 
General Services Administration | @usgsa | Facebook.com/GSA
kamara.jones@gsa.gov | @whokjones | Work Cell
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Subject: Re: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up
Date: Fri, 11 Dec 2015 08:29:28 -0600
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<   Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <8580306870032233359@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 43241fe0c3c5a4629922e80c7ed597bb

Refer her to Kamara Jones. 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Dec 11, 2015, at 7:46 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Leonard,

Please see attached inquiry.  We have interacted in the past with local environmental groups to discuss 
local regulatory matters.  However, given the sensitive nature of the topic and where we are at in the 
case process wise, I wanted to send this over for your review and comment.  I have never heard of this 
group before.  It is my understanding that the draft brief is still under review.  Thanks for your 
feedback.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Stephanie Kurose <SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2015 at 5:43 PM 
Subject: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up 
To: "ken.shutika@gsa.gov" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Hi Mr. Shutika, 

My name is Stephanie Kurose and I work at the Center for Biological Diversity, an environmental 
organization here in the District. I left you a voicemail earlier this afternoon and just wanted to follow 
up with an email. I just had some questions on what GSA thinks about the merger and what its concerns 
are regarding the potential impacts to the federal government. I've been following the case very closely 
and would love to chat if you have the time! You can reach me at or this email address. 
I will be around all day tomorrow. 

Thanks again! 

Stephanie Kurose, J.D. 
Center for Biological Diversity 
skurose@biologicaldiversity.org
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Subject: Re: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up
Date: Fri, 11 Dec 2015 09:34:24 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins 

<   Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3bkV3-1zfd5LizxZd2PT4-xthRKUx6uTKDBFR-QxWuLw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2c8c21c100131411265668161901624c

Will do.  Thanks. 
 

On Fri, Dec 11, 2015 at 9:29 AM, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> wrote:

Refer her to Kamara Jones. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 11, 2015, at 7:46 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Leonard,

Please see attached inquiry.  We have interacted in the past with local environmental groups to discuss 
local regulatory matters.  However, given the sensitive nature of the topic and where we are at in the 
case process wise, I wanted to send this over for your review and comment.  I have never heard of this 
group before.  It is my understanding that the draft brief is still under review.  Thanks for your 
feedback.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Stephanie Kurose <SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2015 at 5:43 PM 
Subject: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up 
To: "ken.shutika@gsa.gov" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Hi Mr. Shutika, 

My name is Stephanie Kurose and I work at the Center for Biological Diversity, an environmental 
organization here in the District. I left you a voicemail earlier this afternoon and just wanted to follow 
up with an email. I just had some questions on what GSA thinks about the merger and what its concerns 
are regarding the potential impacts to the federal government. I've been following the case very closely 
and would love to chat if you have the time! You can reach me at (203) 524-0562 or this email address. 
I will be around all day tomorrow. 

Thanks again! 

Stephanie Kurose, J.D. 
Center for Biological Diversity 
skurose@biologicaldiversity.org
(203) 524-0562
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Subject: Fwd: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up
Date: Mon, 14 Dec 2015 16:19:44 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Cc: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0Cjo3aLmKeUUkr5ZaoSygmc4bsEHfe9-w9DswNG9gn-g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: c34dda31a9f39aa7f8c19b8b11efe6e5

Kamara, 
 

This inquiry came late last week and I am just getting around to sending it to you.  Leonard Lucas 
recommended that I forward her inquiry to you.  Let us know if you need anything on this.

Ken Shutika

GSA, Energy Division

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Stephanie Kurose <SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2015 at 5:43 PM 
Subject: Exelon-Pepco merger question -- Follow up 
To: "ken.shutika@gsa.gov" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Hi Mr. Shutika, 

My name is Stephanie Kurose and I work at the Center for Biological Diversity, an environmental 
organization here in the District. I left you a voicemail earlier this afternoon and just wanted to follow 
up with an email. I just had some questions on what GSA thinks about the merger and what its concerns 
are regarding the potential impacts to the federal government. I've been following the case very closely 
and would love to chat if you have the time! You can reach me at (203) 524-0562 or this email address. 
I will be around all day tomorrow. 

Thanks again! 

Stephanie Kurose, J.D. 
Center for Biological Diversity 
skurose@biologicaldiversity.org
(203) 524-0562
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Subject: Wash Post article - online
Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 22:01:04 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <   

Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2aY8y5wQKs2g9S+GuX-UaP8NW=DAEPw64rDJHO=a2sfg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 42812a59ecf9356c317af4c7ec375f63

Regulatory Team, 

See attached online Washington Post article.  The print edition generally differs a bit so it will be 
interesting to see if there are any changes in the morning paper and what they may be.  GSA officials 
declined to comment for the article.  

I'll finalize summary of reply brief items to send up the chain for your review per our discussion first 
thing in morning.  In light of article, it will be important to file reply briefs to defend our positions.  The 
article will ensure Dennis' prediction that joint settlement parties (particularly the City and Pepco) will 
critique our positions.  The last comment is interesting from an industry observer in that "late" 
comments are generally discounted.  While that is generally the case, this case is anything but typical.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

GSA urges regulators to 
reject current Pepco-Exelon 
merger deal

Resize Text 
Print Article 
Comments 0

By Aaron C. Davis and Thomas Heath December 17 at 8:22 PM   

The U.S. agency that pays the government’s electric bills and is the largest 
consumer of energy in the nation’s capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a 
multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it provides a better deal for 
U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed 
merger of D.C.-based Pepco and Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon 
fails a key test: to treat large energy users -  like the federal government -  
fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at the expense of 
federal taxpayers and, therefore, “should be found not to be in the public 
interest” unless changes are made, the agency said in the filings reviewed by 
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The Washington Post.

The GSA’s decision, made in an “initial brief” filing, is not a formal statement 
of opposition. But it surprised opponents of the proposed $6.4 billion deal, 
which would create the largest electric utility holding company in the country.

“We’re super-excited. I did not see it coming,” said Anya Schoolman, who has 
helped lead an energetic but poorly funded group of environmentalists and 
clean-energy advocates against the merger. Schoolman said the GSA filing 
puts the city’s largest electric customer squarely against key parts of the 
agreement and raises a new question about whether the D.C. Public Service 
Commission could reject parts of the plan or modify it.

“Exelon has been saying it’s all or nothing, take it or leave it,” she said of the 
compromise negotiated by Mayor Muriel E. Bowser’s office. “So we’re going to 
advocate for leaving it.”

The GSA’s decision represents a reversal of what the agency has said its role is 
in evaluating the merger. In interviews, GSA officials had said the merger 
evaluation period is not the time for the agency to make a stand on fighting 
disproportionate rates for commercial customers. But the filing Wednesday 
takes a different tack, saying that commercial ratepayers should be 
compensated for the merger to go through.

An email to two GSA representatives asking for an explanation of the decision 
was not returned Thursday.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin said the administration negotiated a good 
deal for the whole city.

“Through months of negotiations and engagement of many interested parties, 
the administration was able to reach a settlement that best serves residents 
and business owners with a $78 million investment in affordability, reliability 
and sustainability,” he said. “The application is now in the hands of the 
independent Public Service Commission who will ultimately approve or reject 
the merger.”

Because of the timing, the impact of the government’s reversal was not 
immediately clear. Often late filings carry little or no weight. The GSA declined 
to file comments for or against the merger before a deadline to make the 
federal government’s position part of the legal record in the regulatory case. 
And early this month, the GSA excused itself from its role in cross-examining 
the two companies in hearings before the Public Service Commission. A 
decision from the PSC is expected early next year.

Representatives from Pepco and Exelon, in a joint statement, maintained that 
the merger was good for all parties involved: “All customers, including the 
GSA, will benefit from merger commitments now before the commission 
including improvements in service reliability, investment in sustainability and 
the economy of the District, and synergy savings that will go back to customers 
through rates that are lower than they would be absent the merger.”
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The GSA’s move complicates a mega-merger that has already become mired in 
accusations of pay-to-play politics in the District. After approvals in other 
states, the PSC initially rejected the merger in August.

But Exelon and Pepco lobbied nonprofit organizations across the city to 
publicly support the merger, saying millions in philanthropic donations would 
be dependent on the merger going through. Exelon has since mounted a major 
public relations campaign to build support, including hiring the head of a 
political action committee that backed Bowser to lobby her administration on 
the merger. The hiring of the lobbyist and former head of FreshPAC, Earl 
“Chico” Harkin, was first reported by WAMU-FM.

For that and other reasons, the merger has become a thorny issue for Bowser 
(D). After the merger was initially rejected, she put herself at the center of the 
deal, directing City Administrator Rashad Young and administration attorney 
Mark Tuohey to privately negotiate a package of about $70 million in 
concessions from the companies. That included short-term rate relief for 
residents and for environmental projects. Bowser then threw the full weight of 
her administration behind the deal and successfully urged D.C. regulators to 
fast-track a second review of the deal.

An analyst who studies such mergers said the GSA’s decision not to support 
the merger is probably an attempt to get a better deal from Exelon.

“It looks like a party in the case is trying to extract better terms for itself, 
which is not unusual in this kind of proceeding,” said Paul Patterson, a utility 
analyst for Glenrock Associates. “I would be surprised if, in and of itself, it has 
a critical impact on the proceedings.”

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Exelon/Pepco Merger - Washington, DC
Date: Mon, 16 Mar 2015 13:35:58 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWDvy_wwqrtnTeDQ1oV1m2eyag5JJSm6Rs=f3GAJJYeqw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9706d87aff25716f721c6a7e9d05fc39

Current and ongoing GSA utility regulatory activities. 

 

DDOT Undergrounding Surcharge:

GSA findings that a surcharge that PEPCO will be seeking to collect on behalf of D.C. for costs associated 
with putting residential electricity lines and infrastructure underground is a tax.  We are working with 
Office of general counsel looking at the surcharge and we conclude that it represents a tax which GSA 
would be without authority to pay. 

This view has been echoed by a number of other Federal entities that we have communicated with.  
GSA OGC met with DOJ's Tax Division last week to confirm that DOJ shares our view and would be 
prepared to defend GSA if/when challenged for failure to pay the surcharge. We are following up with 
DOJ with some additional information, they do share our view.

GSA filed comments of our findings at the DC public Service Commission.  It is public record and the 
Company and the City  should be aware.

Our next step is to find a way to stop payment, to reach out to PEPCO and DC program and attorneys to 
alert them to our concerns and potential intent to not pay the surcharge when it starts showing up on 
our bills.

FERC :

                   GSA in conjuction with Army filed to intervene in the PJM filling at  FERC Docket No. 
ER15-623-000.  GSA along with PJM Industrial Customer Coalition opposed PJM proposal                       
 for resolving cost allocation issues in the pending Capacity Performance proceeding.

Pepco/Exelon Merger case in DC and MD

Currently participating in the settlement meetings. 

To ensure that the merger: (1) Enhances opportunities to lower supply costs for Federal agencies; (2) 
Improves reliability/quality of service for Federal facilities; and (3) Will not conflict with Federal 
goals/objectives. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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1. The Reply Brief will cover the following:

a. The lack of direct benefits to commercial customers. We want to address DC Water's brief that states 
that commercial customers receive direct benefits. When DC Water's witness testified, he could not 
identify those benefits. Additionally, AOBA, a signer of the Settlement Agreement like DC Water, 
specifically notes in its brief that there are no direct benefits for commercial customers. Pepco/Exelon 
notes in its Brief that AOBA is a significant representative of commercial customers. We can use Pepco's 
statement to bolster our point that AOBA asserts that there are no direct benefits for commercial 
customers.

b. In addressing direct synergies, we want to point out that there are no guarantees that there will be 
synergistic benefits and there is no guarantee that any of those benefits will be shared with commercial 
ratepayers.  It is important to address this since we anticipate Pepco/Exelon to argue we are receiving 
some synergistic benefits.

c. In regards to our Microgrids argument, we just want to point out that this is not only about cost 
recovery, but also about the exclusion or closing of the market to participants, particularly those 
potential participants who are participating in Formal Case No. 1130.  Formal Case No. 1130 was 
opened by the Commission to investigate modernizing "our energy delivery system for increased 
sustainability and will make our system more reliable, efficient, cost-effective and interactive."

Dennis will get me the technical points by COB Friday or early Saturday morning. Ken. is going to put 
together a summary of what we want to present in the Reply Brief.  He will be sending the topics 
summary to his leadership today.

Thanks,

--
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Subject: Summary of Reply Brief Content
Date: Fri, 18 Dec 2015 11:00:41 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Dennis Goins <  Lariza Sepulveda - 
PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>,  Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve3OW1zxbTpgz7Xnk8s4DEzVaUwcnzgLuk_PHUN126ctfw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3920f18267fd6bd48fdbd68c719a643d
Attachments: FC1119 GSA Reply Brief Summary.docx 

Steve, 
 

Per my earlier email, attached is a summary of the content of the Reply Brief that GSA intends to file by 
5:30 p.m. on Dec. 23, 2015.  We plan to have a draft Reply Brief ready for internal review and approval 
late Monday afternoon on Dec. 21.  Given that that allows only 2 rather than 3 full days for internal 
review, I have summarized the topics that we plan to cover so that the content in general can be 
reviewed and will not be a surprise to reviewers.  As with the Initial Brief, the Reply Brief will be a legal 
document and look and feel like one.  Given the public nature of this process and GSA's role in it, I 
believe that continued active participation even if our filing is brief is warranted to ensure that GSA 
appears consistent in the public eye and to avoid negative coverage in the media.  Your assistance and 
feedback is greatly appreciated.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Re: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 17:08:09 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKN1cGryQgMScTqspRy0vjRVJvWEi1SZhPC+GwWLJy81kw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2b9db8d96bc9aecb2091c1b0764aa87a

This is it. 
 

http://dcpsc.org/edocket/docketsheets_pdf_FS.asp?caseno=FC1119&docketno=974&flag=D&show_re
sult=Y

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:58 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks Steve. My apologies, I have the PDF. Was hoping to get the online link to the PSC website where 
it is posted.

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:54 PM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:45 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Darren 
Blue <darren.blue@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Sharing a GSA motion filed today regarding the Pepco-Exelon merger.

GSA is requesting the DC Public Service Commission provide extra time for interested parties to review 
the proposed deal.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:16 PM 
Subject: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 

John,

Attached is a copy of the GSA motion filed today with the DC PSC in Formal Case No. 1119.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Re: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 17:07:39 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+RNAdrA1USnxxgWvtxm=PWQid++4pu2jC0pUZ2kAWJM5De+2w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 699bde283a7b2dad3a1713e4ceede0d7

I am unable to find the link to just our filing, but the link to the Commission's order 18011 that I sent 
you a few hours ago includes a very accurate synopsis of our arguments.    We will keep looking, but 
rather than hold things up further, that might be a good intermediate option 
 

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:58 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks Steve. My apologies, I have the PDF. Was hoping to get the online link to the PSC website where 
it is posted.

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:54 PM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:45 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Darren 
Blue <darren.blue@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Sharing a GSA motion filed today regarding the Pepco-Exelon merger.

GSA is requesting the DC Public Service Commission provide extra time for interested parties to review 
the proposed deal.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:16 PM 
Subject: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 

John,

Attached is a copy of the GSA motion filed today with the DC PSC in Formal Case No. 1119.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject: Re: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 16:58:23 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAMhUOJT91HffxRFsjLX2W7Ea5miaeSSSunTyQesf=Om=FidUew@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 39d436c2d3b7d497305001d9fea01d94

Thanks Steve. My apologies, I have the PDF. Was hoping to get the online link to the PSC website where 
it is posted. 
 

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 4:54 PM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:45 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Darren 
Blue <darren.blue@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Sharing a GSA motion filed today regarding the Pepco-Exelon merger.

GSA is requesting the DC Public Service Commission provide extra time for interested parties to review 
the proposed deal.

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

--
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Subject: Re: No. 1119
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 12:38:40 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKNBx+SW1PBRgC40kwtOyh+r=EtJv-dOCZW_KTwj8j9cSQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4ac651a044c2d41918e9c658ef80a59c

I guess I was asking for the testimony Dennis prepared. 
 

On Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 12:33 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark,  The motion we filed in actor is attached.  The settlement agreement is ambiguous and we had 
questions regarding cost recovery of some of the items propose in the settlement agreement.  The 
settlement agreement the company drafted with the city offers no protections to GSA customers.  
Lariza

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 12:06 PM 
Subject: Fwd: No. 1119 
To: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 

 

 
--
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Subject: Fwd: DRAFT Statement
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 04:20:01 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-3738741055660068149@unknownmsgid>
MD5: fb09f5f45b49839c92f6c3a0814c0d44

Mark: 
 

My recollection was that the note that we were not going to testify was a courtesy to the Commission.  
Can you confirm?   

Steve 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Date: December 2, 2015 at 9:26:21 PM EST 
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>,  Anthony 
Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>,  Kamara Jones - 
ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Re: DRAFT Statement

Yes, I was frankly shocked to hear this. Steve and Barry, can you make sure that folks understand that 
they should very much continue to participate? The reason we nixed their draft document was that it 
was not ready for prime time in any way given the few hours they gave us to review, and there wasn't 
time to fix the myriad questions that were raised by many folks. However, we want our folks very much 
to be involved, in post-hearing testimony and whatever else they deem appropriate. Can you please 
deliver this message? I'm happy to deliver it personally if that would be more effective. Let me know.

On Wed, Dec 2, 2015 at 9:18 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 
Everyone, the story has been updated. Also copied below. Can we get a 
better understanding of why we excused ourselves from the proceedings 
in addition to not filing? Does one necessarily follow the other? 

Please feel free to call: Thanks everyone. 

Brett 

GSA drops out of key hearing on Pepco-Exelon merger 

The U.S. General Services Administration headquarters is seen in 2012 
in Washington. The agency charged with purchasing electricty for U.S. 
federal buildings last month stopped pursuing a better deal for 
taxpayers in a utility merger. (MANDEL NGAN/AFP/GETTY IMAGES) 
By Aaron C. Davis December 2 at 11:27 AM 

The U.S. agency that pays the government’s electric bills excused 
itself from its role in key hearings critiquing the Pepco-Exelon 
merger Wednesday, angering critics who had looked at General Services 
Agency as the best hope to stop the deal. 

Environmentalists and good government groups have opposed the merger 
as bad for ratepayers and the environment. They saw the GSA and its 
deep bench of federal lawyers and technical experts as the only party 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:adam.neufeld@gsa.gov
mailto:brett.prather@gsa.gov
mailto:stephen.sakach@gsa.gov
mailto:barry.segal@gsa.gov
mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov
mailto:teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov
mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov
mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
mailto:brett.prather@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

remaining that had not supported the merger and also had the 
capabilities to effectively question the $6.4 billion merger. 

After D.C. Mayor Muriel E. Bowser (D) and others in the city reversed 
their positions and backed the merger in the fall, the District’s 
Public Service Commission launched an expedited second review -  
condensing its evaluation into weeks, instead of months -  and said it 
would issue a final decision early next year. 

The GSA, which purchases power for U.S. government buildings -  and 
therefore buys more energy in the nation’s capital than anyone else -  
had effectively become the voice of American taxpayers in the 
mega-merger. 

The GSA expressed opposition to the expedited review in October, but 
then it did not take a position on the merger before a key deadline in 
that review last month. On the day of the deadline, a top GSA official 
held private conversations with a senior negotiator for Bowser, who 
has sought to corral support for the deal. But that GSA official, 
Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld, said the private talks did not 
influence the federal agency and said the GSA would in other, more 
appropriate arenas fight any rate increases that could cost 
taxpayers. 

“The short-circuited timeline meant that we were doing a lot of work 
up to the last minute -  to make sure we had the most reasoned, 
articulate response,” Neufeld said. 

“We were unable to get a good enough document for this whole agency to 
stand behind,” Neufeld said. 

GSA further confounded opponents of the merger Wednesday when it asked 
to be excused as the PSC began a crucial, two-day hearing on the 
merger. The GSA is an official party to the proposed merger, 
accounting for some 35 percent of all commercial electric accounts in 
the District. 

But the night before the PSC hearing, it sent a letter to the 
commission requesting that its lawyers be excused from attending -  a 
break with 18 months of being closely engaged in the process. 

“The United States General Services Administration does not anticipate 
presenting evidence or cross examining witnesses at the Hearing,” the 
letter read. 

Opponents called the move a dereliction of duty by the GSA and said it 
was the latest example of onetime critics becoming passive as Pepco 
and Exelon have stepped up an aggressive lobbying campaign for the 
merger. 

“It’s shocking that the GSA stopped having an opinion about this 
terrible merger at the very last moment,” said Mike Tidwell, director 
of the Chesapeake Climate Action Network. “Previously and correctly, 
the GSA was opposed to the merger.” 

In an interview Wednesday, Neufeld said he could not immediately offer 
an explanation for the GSA’s attorneys not attending the hearing. But 
he disputed that the agency’s attorneys’ critical comments in filings 
over the past year amounted to opposition, noting that technically the 
GSA had remained a neutral party. 

Neufeld said the agency still intended to file late comments at some 
point, although they will no longer carry legal weight with 
regulators. He also said the agency would fight expected rate 
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increases by the combined utility company if it seeks them next year. 

The GSA’s decision to stand down at the two most important points in 
the merger case breaks with years of precedent by the agency, filings 
with D.C, regulators show. 

It also runs counter to its aggressive work as recently as this summer 
to elevate complaints about its utility costs -  even outside official 
cases of proposed rate increases. 

Anya Schoolman, founder of the Community Power Network, a small 
nonprofit organization that has told the PSC it will not have the 
resources to question Pepco and Exelon on its own in the new review 
process, attended Wednesday’s hearing and said she was sorely 
disappointed by the lack of critical review. 

“GSA leaving -  this has just killed us,” Schoolman said. 

Without the GSA, none of the principals that had intensely questioned 
the deal previously were party to Wednesday’s hearing. That began to 
form an official record on the merger without the criticism that led 
the PSC to reject the merger in August. 

While the full motivation of top officials at the GSA for standing 
down on the merger remains unclear, a D.C. official said the decision 
followed a round of lobbying by the District for the agency to do so. 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment and a 
negotiator for the mayor on the deal, said he exchanged phone calls 
and text messages with Neufeld and spoke with another GSA official -  
senior adviser Anthony Costa -  about a pilot project that the adviser 
was particularly interest in and and that could be cleared to proceed 
under the merger. 

Wells said he and Neufeld talked on the day of the filing deadline and 
that he made a two-part argument for the GSA to not to intervene 
further. 

First, Wells said he noted that the agreement between the mayor’s 
office and the utility companies included a reference that it would 
not stop the PSC from beginning to address the agency’s perceived 
discrimination against federal ratepayers. Second, he said he made the 
case that pilot projects in the settlement for microgrids “would be 
good for” the GSA. 

Wells said he and Costa had repeatedly discussed the potential for the 
GSA to get involved in such a project, potentially involving a new 
public-private partnership around a steam generation plant owned by 
the GSA and connected to the Smithsonian Institute. 

“I put something in there, I tried to get something in there for 
everybody,” Wells said. “I told them we could prioritize you for one 
of these microgrids. . . . I do think they would be interested in 
that. . . . We are very interested in helping.”Costa referred 
questions to an agency spokeswoman. 

Neufeld said the GSA would continue to work with the city on 
microgrids. Heplayed down the significance of the private discussions 
with the mayor’s office. 

Neufeld said he spoke with Wells as part of a broad final review of 
the GSA’s position on the merger before deciding whether the GSA 
should file comments before the deadline. The conversation lasted only 
a few minutes and was not the determining factor in the agency’s 
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decision not to file, he said. 

Rather, Neufeld said points that Wells raised added to a list of 
internal concerns that top agency officials already had about being 
able to finalize an agency position on the merger under the 
abbreviated timeline of the review. 

Neufeld also said the GSA would continue to fight rate increases. 

“The merger in its own right does not raise rates,” Neufeld said. “We 
haven’t changed our position in any way about rate increases.” 

In the end, Wells said he came to the opinion that the GSA did not 
want to be the lone holdout in the deal, which has already been 
approved be regulators in four states and the Justice Department. 

“I think they were reluctant to be the last ones, after the city went 
along,” Wells said. 

On Wed, Dec 2, 2015 at 6:07 PM, Steve Sakach - PM

<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> Yes sir! 
> 
> Sent from my iPhone 
> 
> On Dec 2, 2015, at 6:03 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 
> 
> Can folks have a draft of post hearing testimony at least THREE days before 
> the due date? 
> To be clear, when Gelber and I decided not to submit the draft testimony, 
> that was all we were saying no to. We remain concerned with any potential 
> future rent increases and we should say so. 
> Thanks all. 
> 
> Sent from my iPhone 
> 
>  
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>> 
>> Let me know if you need anything else. 
>> 
>> 
>>

>> (202) 501-0973
>> 
>> On Wed, Dec 2, 2015 at 4:02 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
>> wrote: 
>>> 
>>> Team, here's the latest draft. What do folks think? Need the settlement 
>>> number for the micro grid case. 
>>> 
>>> Sent from my iPhone 
>>> 
>>> Begin forwarded message: 
>>> 
>>> From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
>>> Date: December 2, 2015 at 3:53:58 PM EST 
>>> To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones 
>>> - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 
>>> Subject: DRAFT Statement 
>>> 
>>> GSA's position remains the same: we are concerned about potentially 
>>> disproportionate rates for the Federal government and will continue to 
>>> advocate for the taxpayer's interests. In previous commission proceedings, 
>>> GSA has been present and advocated for these interests. In future commission 
>>> proceedings, GSA will be present and advocate for these interests. 
>>> 
>>> In October, contrary to the representation in the article, GSA did not 
>>> oppose the merger. Instead, GSA raised procedural concerns about the 
>>> short-circuited process by which the merger was moving forward, and asked 
>>> for more time for every stakeholder, not just the Federal Government, to 
>>> review the terms of the merger. This request was not granted. 
>>> 
>>> To be clear, this proposed merger did not raise rates. Should the utility 
>>> commission propose a rate increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the 
>>> taxpayer's interest as we always have. 
>>> 
>>> This proposed merger also did not address the issues with microgrids with 
>>> which the Federal Government has the most interest. In fact, there is a 
>>> separate case dealing with microgrids, Settlement No. 11xx, moving forward 
>>> on a parallel track. GSA is a participant in this case and advocating for 
>>> the taxpayer's interest. 
>>> 
>>> 
>> 
> 
> 
> 
> -- 
> 

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800
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Subject: Fwd: WashPost request
Date: Wed, 2 Dec 2015 14:20:46 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+RNAdpjXdD+MiMB29FrcA=OnE=MxTr1OBV3gcZpn9mS6N-bkA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1996e731fb7ec85aae865488c20a3c54

Not for further distribution, please: 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 2, 2015 at 9:49 AM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Thanks.

Here is what I saw in a separate message.

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Wed, Dec 2, 2015 at 9:28 AM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

I do not see you on this either.  I assume that Tony has the point in answering this inquiry. I am 
reviewing a brief on the national issues on utility rates as a prelude to the meeting previously set up to 
discuss DC issues so as to get to the larger context.  Should be ready to go early tomorrow.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:07 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

Steve,

Please see Leonard's email.  I think this is something for first wing to answer as they made the decision 
on testimony, but leadership will need to decide how they want to respond.  

Ken Shutika

GSA
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis

The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 14:42:01 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKMrdNzjuh+Dba63f6CsF96VGfrMBprvv-mootNiSLqW0Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1d04262ea77a9ecdd46dd59adbf878cd

Legal was just informing us of the inquiry.  We have no information pertinent to the decision nor the 
micro grid analysis 
 

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 1:57 PM, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> wrote:

Somewhat back in the game.  What is the state of play on this?  

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:07 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Steve,

Please see Leonard's email.  I think this is something for first wing to answer as they made the decision 
on testimony, but leadership will need to decide how they want to respond.  

Ken Shutika

GSA

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
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Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee unless otherwise

indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to requesting or receiving 

the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental impressions and work product of the attorney. 

Disclosure to third parties by anyone other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the 

attorney/client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 15:30:55 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKMFy4W1203sECcHsxdGw4FRBtgEWxDsm5OZHJ4qNeKn7A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 53c28960c3196466745272286d77d8e8

Yes, we didn't make the decision.  They can explain it why we stood down. 
 

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:18 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

I really think the first wing should take the lead on this one at this point.  

Ken

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
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bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee unless otherwise

indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to requesting or receiving 

the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental impressions and work product of the attorney. 

Disclosure to third parties by anyone other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the 

attorney/client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.

--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 13:57:20 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+RNAdotG++AA812=Ecm-Rv74eo91fy1xDwPz59HgZhWP3KkZA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 75052a95d484f1b22fc2f41b725ae808

Somewhat back in the game.  What is the state of play on this?   
 

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:07 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Steve,

Please see Leonard's email.  I think this is something for first wing to answer as they made the decision 
on testimony, but leadership will need to decide how they want to respond.  

Ken Shutika

GSA

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
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discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee unless otherwise

indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to requesting or receiving 

the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental impressions and work product of the attorney. 

Disclosure to third parties by anyone other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the 

attorney/client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 15:18:30 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2vsD0S5SmXRT0_i2dBhXRLb3wmQhvyMxKxjk0EoFzXaQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: c6e9ee79d351b14fd0799d6d44aa3789

I really think the first wing should take the lead on this one at this point.   
 

Ken

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 15:07:20 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3SsswpETFLcFhXqmH+z7bC7O43sdZzt3-Z6OQtoX30Ng@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: c3630469c975ad03ba907e5f7f0c09a3

Steve, 
 

Please see Leonard's email.  I think this is something for first wing to answer as they made the decision 
on testimony, but leadership will need to decide how they want to respond.  

Ken Shutika

GSA

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee unless otherwise

indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to requesting or receiving 

the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental impressions and work product of the attorney. 

Disclosure to third parties by anyone other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the 

attorney/client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Exelon visit tomorrow
Date: Wed, 22 Apr 2015 12:07:54 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXgrusGHtZ=MTzt4c-USvqfNS4gAsziOk=T0H9NV5Subg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4be5e6b2c22b296537030b55f2ed0043

Hi Kevin, 
 

I am at the DC public service commission, today is the last day of hearings for the Exelon/pepco merger 
case.

GSA is a participant on the merger case.  We have been following closely the merger developments and 
reviewing Exelon's 

commitments to DC customers if the merger is approve.

I will be at the office tomorrow.

Lariza

 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:35 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

OK. Will do.  

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

On Apr 22, 2015, at 10:32 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Kevin,

Do you know who at Exelon?  We met with them about 6 weeks ago and do a lot of business with 
Exelon and its affiliates.  We are also involved with the Pepco/Exelon merger.  If you could get more 
details on visit and purpose, we would appreciate it.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Wed, Apr 22, 2015 at 10:28 AM, Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> wrote:

Kevin Kampschroer

Federal Director

Ofc. of Federal High-Performance Green Buildings (MG)

Ofc. Of Government-wide Policy

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

mailto:kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov
mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
mailto:kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

US General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, NW

Washington, DC. 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Christine Harada - M <christine.harada@gsa.gov> 
Date: April 22, 2015 at 9:39:55 AM EDT 
To: Chelsea Waliser - P <chelsea.waliser@gsa.gov>, Sheri Meadema - Q1 <sheri.meadema@gsa.gov>,  
Kevin Kampschroer - M1G <kevin.kampschroer@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Tanya Daggett - AC <tanya.daggett@gsa.gov>, Averyl Bailey <averyl.bailey@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Exelon visit tomorrow

Dear team

Someone from Exelon reached out to Denise, and requested a meeting. We are supposed to meet with 
them tomorrow 

The (only) context that I have is:

discussion regarding energy savings related to building mgmt

Could you please advise:

A) what contracts, if any, do we have with Exelon?

B) what within their business portfolio might be relevant for GSA?

C) what do you hypothesize they might want from this meeting?

If you could please pull some informal billets together by 4 pm today, that would be greatly 
appreciated 

Thank you

Christine

==========================

Christine Harada

Chief of Staff (Acting)

1800 F St. NW

Washington, DC 20405

christine.harada@gsa.gov

(m)    
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 15:05:53 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKMu1e_+zpV6KnFLn9x2tBD2kuWkme7fvWrpzMX7HME8cA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: c09ce0729de1df3ef0e211079b08472f

call my cell
 

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:56 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Mark, FYI. 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 14:56:15 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWtydazmYb63X__rxXLvfffwPMvT9qnkQq49kA48UQoPA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: dd72f21057b770885682a7971ca3eaf0

Mark, FYI.  
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 2:37 PM 
Subject: Fwd: WashPost request 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 
<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 

 

FYI

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 1:35 PM 
Subject: Re: WashPost request 
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: FC1119 revisions
Date: Wed, 4 Nov 2015 08:56:47 -0500
From: Richard Butterworth - LR <richard.butterworth@gsa.gov>
To: Linda Collins - PMAA <lindal.collins@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - Pmaa <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  Linda Koman - PMAA <linda.koman@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKQ0g0OyNMYBNNqVtL_NC31=_JVc6iU6_AboKPOQ74vXGaGGXg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d175aaf4d551722d27c850bb3585b712

Got it.  I was not sure that all of their territories were currently covered by areawides, or if when the 
mergers take place, if the areawides are automatically acknowledged or if Exelon would have to do 
something to ratify/novate the contract so I wanted to be sure that they would honor the contracts, at 
least. 
 

Richard R. Butterworth, Jr.

Senior Assistant General Counsel 
Real Property Division 
U.S. General Services Administration

Office of the General Counsel 
1800 F Street, NW

Room 2321

Washington, D.C. 20405

(202) 501-4436

(202) 281-8340 (c)

(202) 501-1944 (f)

On Wed, Nov 4, 2015 at 7:53 AM, Linda Collins - PMAA <lindal.collins@gsa.gov> wrote:

Rich,

While we do not have an areawide with Excelon the corporate entity that owns

multiply regulated utility companies we do have areawides with Excelon's current

and proposed companies if the merger goes through.

The following is a list of areawides for Excelon's utility companies:

Atlantic City Electric - possible Excelon Co

Baltimore Gas and Electric - Excelon owned

Commonwealth Edison - Excelon owned 
Delmarva Power - possible Excelon Co

Philadelphia Electric Co. (PECO) - Excelon owned 
PEPCO - possible Excelon Co

How can getting Excelon to enter into an areawide, which can only be for 10 years, benefit

the Government in exchange for agreeing to the merger when we have no choice but to take

power, either bundled or in the competitive market the transmission and distribution services.

Maybe I am confused but how is this a deal for the Government?  It does not matter if we have

an areawide with the parent company or the operating companies.

Regards,

Linda 
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Linda L. Collins 
Senior Public Utilities Specialist 
Energy Division (PMAA) 
Office of Facilities Management & Services Programs 

On Tue, Nov 3, 2015 at 3:55 PM, Richard Butterworth - LR <richard.butterworth@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can you guys let me know if we have an areawide contract with Exelon?  Obviously it would not 
specifically cover the PEPCO service area, but is there one that could be amended to cover the territory 
of the merger is approved or would we need to negotiate a new areawide for Exelon for the Pepco 
service territory? 

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 
Date: November 3, 2015 at 2:22:35 PM CST 
To: Richard Butterworth - LR <richard.butterworth@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: FC1119 revisions

Rich,

John received the attached settlement draft from the Energy Division in the Pepco/Exelon Merger 
case.  Barry wanted us to bring you in.  He had a suggestion about attempting to get Pepco/Exelon to 
agree to a long-term area wide agreement in exchange for our agreement not to challenge the merger 
before the PSC.  I am not sure what that entails, but we are hoping that maybe you do. Additionally, 
what is the benefit that GSA receives in having a long-term agreement?

Thanks,

Leonard

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Nov 3, 2015 at 1:44 PM 
Subject: Fwd: FC1119 revisions 
To: Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
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--

 
 

 

--

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee unless otherwise

indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to requesting or receiving 
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Agreement.  As a result of this timeline, GSA will likely not have sufficient time to conduct basic due diligence to 
ascertain the impact the terms of the Settlement Agreement will have on GSA.  Nor will GSA even be afforded the 
opportunity to present any such findings for the PSC to consider.  In sum, by granting the applicable parts of the Joint 
Parties' motion, the PSC has created a situation in which the terms of the Settlement Agreement will be rushed through 
to approval without anyone knowing what impact it will have on the community and without the PSC having taken an 
informed decision on the merits of the Settlement Agreement.  

One open issue pertains to whether the PSC's disposition of how they are going to deal with the Settlement Agreement 
violates their rules and procedures (See 15-130).  One concern is that the way the PSC has handled the proceeding is 
that GSA, as a non-signatory of the Settlement Agreement, may be deprived of an opportunity to have its concerns 
considered by the PSC (this appears to be due because non-signatories are only being  allowed to file briefs and not 
testimony under the status quo set forth by the PSC's decision today).  

I advise the following action items:

1. Ascertain whether the PSC has violated its rules in how they are dealing with the Settlement Agreement.

2. Ascertain whether there is a remedy for the PSC not following its own rules, be it consideration, a writ of mandamus, 
or whatnot

3. Ascertain whether DOJ needs to be involved.

4. Be mindful of the fact that we may be in the midst of a political controversy that could have far-reaching implications 
for the Agency.  It is recommended that political sensitivity of this issue be escalated to the necessary levels in GSA.  

Thank you

--

 
 

delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.    

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Re: Critics: PSC commissioner should have skipped Exelon merger vote
Date: Mon, 29 Jun 2015 09:01:38 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>, John Tobey - LR 

<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Leonardv 
Lucas (LR)" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Dennis Goins <

Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVozEVPo1QLFu3vw50ORYQQ7eM4FMJcib_X7aYivEDZUw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0026b0e9839c3a1aa61179c03f73e02d

Heather, 

Thank you for the note.  It is interesting that she expects people to believe that there is not connection 
between her vote to approve the merger and a $200k per year job offer to be a senior vice president --
 her vote to approve the merger was her job interview.   

This is a conflict of interest, and a problem with the way the industry is regulated.  Rules should be in 
place where if you become a utility regulator you should not be allow to work for a utility at least for a 
few years after leaving or retiring from a commissioner position.

Lariza

On Mon, Jun 29, 2015 at 8:29 AM, Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov> wrote:

Interesting...

Heather R. Cameron

Senior Assistant General Counsel

Real Property Division (LR)

General Services Administration

1800 F Street, NW

Room 2007A 

Washington, DC 20405

(202) 501-0529

(cell)

(202) 501-1944 fax

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This email message and any attachments to this email message may contain confidential information belonging to the 
sender which is legally privileged.  The information is intended for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is 
addressed.  Please do not forward this message without permission.  If you are not the intended recipient or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If 
you have received this transmission in error, please notify us immediately by telephone or return email and destroy the 
original email message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org>
Date: Sun, Jun 28, 2015 at 10:12 PM 
Subject: Critics: PSC commissioner should have skipped Exelon merger vote 
To: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org> 
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http://www.washingtonpost.com/local/md-politics/advocates-md-utilities-commissioner-
shouldve-skipped-pepco-exelon-vote/2015/06/26/4a532150-16bc-11e5-9518-
f9e0a8959f32_story.html

Advocates: Md. utilities 
commissioner should’ve 
skipped Pepco-Exelon 
vote
By Josh Hicks June 26

Environmental advocates are questioning the hiring of a former Maryland 
utilities commissioner by an industry-backed nonprofit group days after she 
cast the deciding vote in the controversial Pepco-Exelon merger.

The Alliance to Save Energy offered then-Public Service Commission member 
Kelly Speakes-Backman a $200,000-a-year job as a senior vice president on 
May 18, three days after she voted in favor of an acquisition that would make 
Chicago-based Exelon one of the largest utilities in the nation.

The deal, approved 3 to 2, is being challenged in court by the Maryland Office 
of People’s Counsel and at least three advocacy groups, one of which cited the 
hiring of Speakes-Backman among its concerns.

Speakes-Backman said that “there’s no connection there whatsoever” between 
her vote and her new job, adding that her experience and qualifications -  
including more than 20 years working on energy issues -  helped her land the 
position.

“I followed the evidence in front of me,” she said of her vote to approve the 
merger.

Critics say they are uneasy because Exelon is one of many energy companies 
that help bankroll the Alliance and because one of Exelon’s top executives, 
William Von Hoene, is a vice chairman of the Alliance.

Exelon contributed $35,000 to the Alliance last year, or about 0.5 percent of 
its total revenue for that period. In 2013, Exelon donated $90,000, or roughly 
1 percent of the organization’s total revenue for that year. Additionally, Von 
Hoene has provided at least $5,000 annually since 2012.

Speakes-Backman, who was paid $136,000 a year at the commission, applied 
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for a job with the Alliance in February after the appointments secretary for 
Gov. Larry Hogan (R) told her that the governor planned to replace her on the 
panel.

Her term had expired in 2014, but Hogan postponed replacing her until after 
the May 15 merger vote to avoid disrupting the commission’s decision-making 
process, said Erin Montgomery, a spokeswoman for the governor.

Speakes-Backman applied to be the Alliance’s senior vice president of policy 
and research on Feb. 26 and interviewed twice for the position in March. She 
said she discovered Exelon’s connection to the Alliance after the second 
interview and decided not to have further discussions with the group because 
of the approaching vote.

[The giant reach of  the Pepco-Exelon merger]

The board approved the merger on a Friday. Later that day, Speakes-Backman 
called the Alliance and said she was still interested in the job. They sent her an 
offer the following Monday.

Government-accountability groups called the sequence of events problematic. 
“It’s a conflict of interest to make a regulatory decision that impacts a 
company at the same time that you’re negotiating employment with an 
organization that’s affiliated with the company,” said Tyson Slocum of Public 
Citizen, one of the groups challenging the merger in court. “She should have 
recused herself the minute she entered into employment negotiations.”

Speakes-Backman said: “There was no conflict of interest. I had not decided 
where I wanted to go next during the course of the hearings and was still 
considering different options in the energy field. My full obligation at that time 
was to the commission, and to the governor, to stay through the decision of 
the merger as they requested.”

The section of Maryland code that deals with ethics for Public Service 
Commission members does not appear to directly address whether she should 
have abstained from voting.

Robert Erwin, general counsel for the commission, declined to discuss the 
matter, saying that the issue is being reviewed by the Circuit Court and that 
the commission does not comment on pending litigation.

The Alliance said it was “committed to full transparency” about its hiring 
decision, volunteering the amount of Exelon’s donations, e-mails relating to 
the hire, interview dates and the offer letter.

Kateri Callahan, president of the Alliance, said her group chose Speakes-
Backman because “by a wide margin, she had the best credentials and most 
experience among all the candidates.”

--
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Subject: A PPU Feasibility Study is Threatened
Date: Thu, 11 Jun 2015 18:22:23 -0400
From: "DC Public Power" <michael@dcpublicpower.org>
To: <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <1434061403283.7443671.14065444.2496885926@cp20.com>
MD5: 1f917e6cf6d16254c8773917c84f3742

Trouble viewing this email? Read it online  

 

A PPU Feasibility Study is Threatened by Placing 
it under the purview of the CBCRA 
 
 The Feasibility Study (FS) for a DC Public Power Utility (PPU) is too important to DC Ratepayers and 
citizens to be placed under the purview of an agency overseen by Councilmember Orange who Chairs 
the Committee on Business Consumer and Regulatory Affairs (CBCRA).   

 Mr. Orange has a number of personal and professional conflicts ï¿½ he is the former Regional Vice 
President of Pepco where he reportedly represented Pepco's interests to government officials and 
agencies - to have purview of the FS for a PPU. 

 We call upon the DC Council, the Council Chairman, and the Mayor to protect the interest of DC 
Ratepayers and citizens by returning responsibility for oversight of the FS study to the DC 
Department of Environment (DCDOE). 

 Mr. Orange's response to our earlier request to return the FS to the DCDOE disingenuously claims his 
jurisdiction is required to "follow the law" to prevent "forum shopping".  Forum shopping, however, 
pertains to legislation, not to a budget appropriation such as the FS. 

 The DCDOE is responsible for DC's energy programs and strategies.  As a policy issue, the FS 
properly falls under its direction.  A PPU would not become a legislative or regulatory matter until 
such time as legislation to form one is introduced.  As a budget item to assess a potential energy 
strategy for the District, Mr. Orange's committee has no superior claim of jurisdiction over the FS. 
Moreover, the DCDOE is the designated lead agency for matters involving the Pepco/Exelon merger, 
further under-mining Mr. Orange's claims. 

 Mr. Orange's invoking the good offices of the OPC in his response also rings hollow.  While we have 
full confidence in the OPC, it is unclear if the OPC has the authority to oversee the FS.  Should this be 
the case the FS study could be delayed or fall to another agency under Mr. Orange's oversight that 
does not have the independence of the OPC. 

 Even were the OPC to successfully oversee the FS, Councilmember Orange has previously used his 
position as Committee Chair to intimidate DC agency officials.  A few months ago he prevented 
agency officials from appearing at another Committee hearing on the Pepco/Exelon merger by 
threatening to bar them from appearing before his Committee. Would Councilmember Orange issue a 
similar injunction to silence a Public Power alternative when it is time to hold public hearings on the 
FS for a PPU? 

 To find out more about how a PPU can benefit all DC Ratepayers and citizens, please visit us at 
DCPublicPower.org.

For more information visit DCPublicPower.org

 

DC Public Power is a non-profit initiative. 501(c)(3) status has been applied for. 

 

Show your support. Get your SWAG here: SHOP
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Subject: Pepco and Exelon Demonstrate Bad Faith
Date: Tue, 23 Jun 2015 11:59:52 -0400
From: "Friends of DC Public Power" <michael@dcpublicpower.org>
To: <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <1435075299404.7475340.14137100.2496885926@cp20.com>
MD5: 21bbe4551c13d1bddd1dccfe3d7088ed

Trouble viewing this email? Read it online  

Pepco and Exelon Demonstrate Bad Faith ï¿½ Issue False 

Claims Related to Proposed Merger and Impact of a DC Public Power 

Utility 

 In a written statement to a local newspaper, Pepcoï¿½s spokesperson incorrectly alleges that ï¿½The 

District of Columbia Public Service Commission will continue to set [electric] rates based on Pepcoï¿½s 

actual cost to provide service in the District in the same manner it does today.ï¿½(1)
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 Pepcoï¿½s statement shows bad faith and provides sufficient cause for the District of Columbia Public 

Service Commission (DCPSC) to disapprove Exelonï¿½s application to acquire Pepcoï¿½s DC assets. 

   

 The statement is contrary to Exelonï¿½s current application to the DCPSC and to Exelonï¿½s position 

in a related case in which the DCPSC agreed with Exelon that its acquisition of Pepcoï¿½s assets did 

not warrant a review of electric rates. Had the DCPSC decided otherwise, all cost savings as a result of 

the merger would likely have been returned to DC ratepayers on a pro-rata basis in the form of lower 

electricity rates consistent with regulatory cost-of-service principles. 

   

 According to Mr. John Macgregor, a supporter of DC Public Power (DCPP), ï¿½Pepco and Exelon are  
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hoping that we wonï¿½t notice that they will keep a large amount of our money to which they are not 

entitled. Should they go along with Exelon/Pepcoï¿½s application, the DCPSC will abandon its 

regulatory responsibility to serve the public interest.ï¿½ 

   

 According to Mr. Michael Siegel of Public and Environmental Finance Associates, who provided expert 

testimony on behalf of DCPP to the DCPSC, ï¿½Pepcoï¿½s recent statement in regard to its 

maintaining electric rates based on actual cost of service is surprising. In fact, Exelonï¿½s application 

to the DCPSC would abandon cost-of-service principles. Although Exelon expects 'synergies' to reduce 

Pepcoï¿½s cost of service by about 25 to 30 percent, it would keep electric rates unchanged. Simple 

math tells us that Exelon/Pepco will charge DC ratepayers more than the actual cost to provide 
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electrical service in the District.ï¿½ 

   

 ï¿½Exelon/Pepcoï¿½s abandonment of cost-of-service principles is one of the primary reasons that 

caused us to explore a public power alternative for the District,ï¿½ said Mr. Michael Overturf, Director 

of DCPP. "Were the DCPSC to go along with Exelon/Pepcoï¿½s charade it will neglect perhaps its most 

important regulatory function ï¿½ that of assuring cost-of-service principles are maintained so that DC 

ratepayers are not charged more than is necessary to adequately, safely, and efficiently operate the 

Districtï¿½s electric distribution system." 

   

 According to Mr. Overturf, ï¿½Exelon is trying to put a fig leaf on its attempt to overcharge DC 
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ratepayers by returning about $33 million(2) (capped) of our money to a select few customers in the 

form of public benefit ï¿½programsï¿½ and ï¿½rate creditsï¿½. The $33 million figure is about one 

year of the annual savings Exelon expects from the merger. Left unsaid is that Exelon/Pepco will 

pocket the savings every year thereafter at the expense of all DC ratepayers.ï¿½ 

   

 ï¿½The amount that Exelon/Pepco would overcharge DC ratepayers is a considerable sum, and would 

continue indefinitely, amounting to about $100 million (or more) over 5 years(3) and as much as $225 

million over 10 years,ï¿½ said Mr. Siegel. ï¿½The $33 million of DC ratepayer funds that Exelon/Pepco 

proposes to spend on programs and rate credits is not an allowable cost-of-service, and if offered, 

must be funded from sources other than customer rates.ï¿½ 
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 Pepcoï¿½s recent statement demonstrates that neither it nor Exelon can be entrusted to own, 

operate, and maintain the Districtï¿½s electrical system in the public interest. This is why DCPP has 

called upon the District Council to implement a public power alternative for the District, and we 

commend the Council for allocating funds in the 2016 budget to study this alternative. 

 Mr. Overturf stresses that DCPP is now just as concerned that Pepco has elected to enter the 

discussion over a public power alternative by issuing misleading and contradictory statements about 

its impact on DC ratepayers and the Districtï¿½s revenue. 
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 For example, Pepcoï¿½s statement alleges that a DC PPU would cause the District government to lose 

millions of dollars in tax revenue and fees paid by Pepco/Exelon. Pepcoï¿½s allegation conflicts with its 

false assertion that a PPU would cause higher rates. Pepco is trying to have it both ways, according to 

Siegel. ï¿½Even were a PPU to charge more ï¿½ which they would not ï¿½ the District would collect 

more taxes from a PPU, not less as Pepco asserts. A PPU would be subject to the same District fees 

and taxes as Pepco/Exelon, or would make payments-in-lieu thereof.ï¿½

   

 At DCPPï¿½s recent Town Hall we learned that a public power alternative for the District would save 

DC ratepayers nearly $150 million every year ï¿½ or about $600 annually per customer account - and 

thatï¿½s before any efficiencies gained from contracting out operation and maintenance. See video of 
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DC Town Hall for details.  

   

 What Pepco neglects to mention is that should a PPU pay somewhat less taxes to the District 

government its because its costs and rates would be lower. As one of the largest electric consumers, 

the District government would, in fact, benefit the most from the lower rates a PPU would offer. ï¿½I 

suppose only Pepco/Exelon would consider lower electric bills to be a bad thing,ï¿½ Mr. Overturf 

observed. 

 For more information on a Public Power alternative for the District of Columbia, please visit 
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DC Public Power at www.dcpublicpower.org

1. Liberman, M., ï¿½Public Power Advocates Urge DC to Deny Proposed Pepco-Exelon Mergerï¿½, NW Current, June 17, 2015, 

p. 2.

2.ï¿½ Exelon and Pepco Holdings have more than doubled the proposed value of the [DC] Customer Investment Fund to $33.75 

million from $14 millionï¿½, 

http://phitomorrow.com/for-communities/washington-d-c/.

3. At $25 million annually for DC operations; figure may be greater. Pepco previously acknowledged that it intends to ï¿½retainï¿½ 

$83 million of savings from synergies over the first five years post-merger:  ï¿½Net synergies of more than $250 million over the 

first five years, of which one-third is retainedï¿½.  The balance of the $250 million may be used to pay for increased earnings to 

shareholders and/or merger-related debt and ï¿½programsï¿½ and ï¿½rate creditsï¿½ for selected customers. Read more at: 
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Subject: Fwd: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 16:54:09 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+RNAdp5=6LWuz6hPUpyxvfGuK4L+VbZ2YzgKDz4sK5Oyvzzkg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7259308c79a67fcecd45f8ff122d7b4c
Attachments: GSA Motion FC1119 Filed 10-16-15.pdf 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:45 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Darren 
Blue <darren.blue@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

 

Sharing a GSA motion filed today regarding the Pepco-Exelon merger.

GSA is requesting the DC Public Service Commission provide extra time for interested parties to review 
the proposed deal.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:16 PM 
Subject: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Exelon/PEPCO merger settlement thought
Date: Thu, 29 Jan 2015 13:04:19 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <  Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  

Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3H++6bTF-rzUQMs0vCdM49xkE7nDsp3LrU6jkF4Fb9aA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ddfc3b9a724f5ab5d49ef53835543efd
Attachments: EnergyDivisionCommentsPEPCOExelon Settlement.docx 

Dennis, Mark and Lariza, 
 

Lariza and I have been discussing some items with some of the other intervenors and there seems to be 
some interest in renewables and fear that Exelon will be anti-renewable.  Given previous settlements in 
MD and the ask in DE and that there is no guarantee that the commercial sector may see much benefit 
from the CIF, we thought a proposal that may hit a few birds with one stone may have a chance.  Please 
review and provide us with any comments.  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft GSA asks for PEPCO
Date: Tue, 24 Feb 2015 12:09:35 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <  Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  

Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Bcc: mark.ewing@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0t4qC7dYZUeFVJJMwZiP+ERZNexWAfZJK=CwaAnjXu7Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3ef5d97822fc357ef0be853ab1fa8a78
Attachments: EnergyDivisionPEPCOExelon Settlement Requests Feb 24 2015.docx 

All, 
 

Here is an initial stab at some asks from PEPCO.  Take a look and let us know what you think.  On the 
first one, should we ask for 100% distribution charge offset to start?  Also, read the solar one carefully.  
It would have the effect of putting a ceiling on our rates, but possibly at the expense of some solar 
development.  Solar folks say they don't need fees increased but you never know.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Energy Paper
Date: Sun, 1 Feb 2015 21:17:41 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>,  

Joseph Eberly <joseph.eberly@gsa.gov>
Cc: Scott Macrae - AG <scott.macrae@gsa.gov>, Olesya Minina - CDDI 

<olesya.minina@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAFBmGycKXj3VNGmtW1QhHBNt1ZfUXP8z_Bs_B7gds03Z7RJgog@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: fda96753372b365faae279b2ad58ca92
Attachments: Recharged _ Embargoed Final_JAN23.docx 

All on to: line...per my Friday email (which included a way forward on our review).  Let us know when 
you can provide some feedback. 

 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

US General Services Administration

FedScape Project

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Ellen Jones <ellen@downtowndc.org>
Date: Fri, Jan 30, 2015 at 12:21 PM 
Subject: Energy Paper 
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov> 

Tony – 

 

Here it is.

 

Ellen

 

Ellen Jones

Director of Infrastructure & Sustainability

Downtown Business Improvement District

1250 H Street NW Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20005

202-626-1145 desk

cell

202-661-7599 fax

ellen@downtowndc.org

www.downtowndc.org

 

 

 

From: Tony Costa - AG [mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Friday, January 30, 2015 11:48 AM 
To: Ellen Jones 
Subject: Hi

 

Ellen,

 

How are you?  Are you available for a short call over the next day or two?  Thanks.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: For today's 9 am meeting
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 06:57:39 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: stephen.sakach@gsa.gov, Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CABVpc59iF-mDdz4PV+oZNrjw=J5Y+XAqy87j2fx_povaTP_OiA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 174abafb5fa07993233c97d87a135be9
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

Attached is the  Economic Impact analysis for your review.  Lariza  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Enerfax Daily 061515 PDF
Date: Mon, 15 Jun 2015 02:22:16 -0400
From: ENERFAX1@aol.com
To:
Message-ID: <36204.5bf6f02c.42afc918@aol.com>
MD5: bcd78c5ad4788083874c59ae6d5c0c10
Attachments: 061515EEE.pdf 

Enerfax Daily 061515 PDF  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: FC1119 revisions
Date: Tue, 3 Nov 2015 14:28:52 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <
Bcc: mark.ewing@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0tf2dC6MRyMHRH=BEjpmfr75Bo3ipyiRbaQ-Ydi38VRg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 1d6689182b08f5c8a44d9783dd81b839
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 30 2015.doc 

John, 
 

Here is a non-track change version.

Ken

On Tue, Nov 3, 2015 at 2:19 PM, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi John, for internal review only attached is a draft of the items we will discuss tomorrow at 4 pm.  

Can you confirm with Pete that we are available at 4 pm.

Thank you in advance.

Lariza 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Pepco/Exelon merger discussions
Date: Thu, 5 Nov 2015 08:24:41 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2U+p70jn_aKc_rnK7UyoP_sG4M=F6QH-KZ8ZU9ZiNeZg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4f9c2ed0b996a32b4703361a2fe549ff
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Nov 4 2015.doc 

Steve, 
 

Attached is the latest version of the items we have requested from Pepco/Exelon.  Item 4 on areawides 
was added yesterday.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 09:10:45 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3DiMzs4ZuYAco0pjCRjXagrTXhWaYoQtPSJzKcZWCYwQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 56fa9ec87c72707e6e41a720eaff3c08
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 7:59 AM 
Subject: FC1119 draft1 
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 

 
pls see attachment.

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 09:49:20 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVZqh0mTTTv1fkFkL_twwFfUAxSnoNjXRLqLcGQFKLaCw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 747a6d6545e19e4a0687a277dc7367d4
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

Hi, Here is the first draft for your review.  Lariza 

. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 13:16:52 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3c7CApKGBiqX494KOF62+u0aj0J1Tpt905HnkyqVzG=A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: acd37067f7a59347b7faa647004331ef
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Michael, 
 

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: revisions
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:33 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVdsa9707bY1+jd3TmwxEjqnLXjZBmJ3Qf_mkfHbiOhOA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: de7875b65977a705c36a87f0be85ff2d
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt9a.doc 

Michael,  here is the latest version.  

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 final
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 17:55:43 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVuUWDFd6YraaezOQ7+gmR=8TFmDSGCdUf_fgUf2Q12Kw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6d7a80ad49bec9411ea292d7c84a521d
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Steve,  attached is the final draft of the testimony  we were going to file today on behalf of GSA on FC 
1119.  We were waiting on final approval to file and Michael informed us that it was a no go.  We had a 
meeting with Michael Gelbert around 5 :10  and  he explained  the reasons.  He did a good job but 
ultimately it is then agency's decision.  We appreciate all the support we got through this process.  
Regards Lariza 

 

 

 
 

 

  
 

 
 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:12:23 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve2FAqQ+uTCKfLn0iBDu9EQ2tjbSoEikvvjzhS7kb+WEDA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 25d82da4402fc269a8b65c97adb2ccbe
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Michael, 
 

Attached is the final version of the testimony per suggested revisions.  See Page 15 for revised 
statement on microgrids.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:08:11 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 

<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - 
LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>,  Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - 
PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve3E2_oGVmiKjROXcyQ4yE5Mavt0gkq=B0kRgTMv-90azg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8c6d5592c2693d428e937133790fdbb6
Attachments: GSA _Initial Comments Re FC1130 Order17192-2015-08-31-final (2).pdf ; MEDSISKick-

OffGSAPresentationOct (1).pptx 

Michael, 
 

We are revising the testimony per instructions on microgrids.  We should have it any minute.  We had 
to clarify comments with our rate consultant expert.  Part of our statement will include a reference to 
GSA's previous comments and presentation to the Commission on FC1130 on the future of DC's energy 
systems in the past few months.  GSA has recommended that barriers to microgrids be removed and 
policies in support of microgrids should be developed.  So GSA is on record as being supportive of 
microgrids in Washington, DC.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
mailto:mark.ewing@gsa.gov
mailto:stephen.sakach@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft of GSA - Pepco/Exelon interaction
Date: Wed, 23 Dec 2015 15:53:31 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve0zGnoE8Z-=dN+b6wBheSuSgR2zkwCd4Jvm49mN8KgN-g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 072bbb27b5c936131caa52d4d7ef7d05
Attachments: SummaryGSAPepcoExeloninteractionsMergerCase.docx 

Steve, 
 

Here is a draft of interactions that I am aware of between GSA and Pepco/Exelon regarding the merger. 
 

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential, may be legally privileged, and intended solely for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom they are addressed. Copyright in this email and any accompanying document created by us is owned 
by us. Please notify the sender immediately by email if you have received this email in error and delete it from your system. 
Disclosing, copying or distributing the contents of this information is strictly prohibited. 
This email is not a representation or warranty and is not intended nor should it be taken to create any legal relations, contractual or 
otherwise. 
United First Partners LLC is a registered broker/dealer and member of FINRA and SIPC.    

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee unless otherwise

indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to requesting or receiving 

the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental impressions and work product of the attorney. 

Disclosure to third parties by anyone other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the 

attorney/client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Pepco/Exelon - DC PSC Opposition Brief Question
Date: Thu, 14 Jan 2016 14:42:59 -0600
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Media <media@gsa.gov>
Cc: Barry Segal <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve 

Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAJR8MYuTr5W9A4D75HdC=VBg+qh_PC1yTQ1Dw6Y-pfjokSJ_WA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 25ae1705a6aab1f0c51dee9cf419836c

I sent the following email to Kamara Jones, who apparently has moved to another department. Please 
forward to the appropriate individual within your department. 
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Jan 14, 2016 at 2:40 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Pepco/Exelon - DC PSC Opposition Brief Question 
To: Kamara Jones <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Barry 
Segal <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov> 

Kamara, 

I received the following request for information/comments regarding the  Pepco/Exelon Merger Case.  
Let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,

Leonard

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Anna Pavlik <apavlik@utdfirst-us.com>
Date: Thu, Jan 14, 2016 at 2:30 PM 
Subject: Pepco/Exelon - DC PSC Opposition Brief Question 
To: "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 

Dear Leonard, 

 

Thank you for your earlier call. As discussed, I would appreciate if somebody on your team can get back 
to me with regards to the current position of the GSA in connection with the Pepco/Exelon merger. 

 

In particular, I see that on December 16, 2015, the GSA filed an opposition brief urging the DC PSC to 
reject the proposed Settlement Agreement because none of its 128 commitments include benefits for 
nonresidential customers. I would appreciate learning whether there have been any discussion with the 
merging parties since, which would address the GSA’s concerns. 

 

Is it safe to assume that there were no discussions with the GSA during the negotiation of the proposed 
Settlement Agreement (trying to understand why the parties did not address the GSA’s concerns 
upfront)? 

 

Thank you very much in advance for putting me in touch with the right person at the GSA. 

 

Have a great day, 

Anna  
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Anna Pavlik

Special Situations 

Senior Counsel 

United First Partners

11 Times Square, 16th Floor

New York, NY 10036

(o) +1 212.266.5646

(c) +1 646.276.5246

E-mail:  apavlik@utdfirst-us.com

 

 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential, may be legally privileged, and intended solely for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom they are addressed. Copyright in this email and any accompanying document created by us is owned 
by us. Please notify the sender immediately by email if you have received this email in error and delete it from your system. 
Disclosing, copying or distributing the contents of this information is strictly prohibited. 
This email is not a representation or warranty and is not intended nor should it be taken to create any legal relations, contractual or 
otherwise. 
United First Partners LLC is a registered broker/dealer and member of FINRA and SIPC.    

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113

Nashville, TN 37203

Tel: (202) 501-0839

Fax: (202) 501-1944

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee unless otherwise

indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to requesting or receiving 

the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental impressions and work product of the attorney. 

Disclosure to third parties by anyone other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the 

attorney/client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.

--

Leonard E. Lucas III

Senior Assistant General Counsel

U.S. General Services Administration

Office of General Counsel

Real Property Division

801 Broadway, Suite 113
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Subject: Pepco merger update
Date: Wed, 25 Jun 2014 14:41:22 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiX4EAm4Jxf8+i32BmJHLSAkq4xzAWXBJ5DSrkSTw=uBQw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 75036028fc8c137fe9130b556903c182
Attachments: Pepco-Proposed Issue ndex.pdf ; investingdaily.com-ExelonPepco Merger.pdf ; 

Merger-5.pdf ; Pepco Exelon pledge 1,500 new jobs with merger.pdf 

Mark, 

For your reading enjoyment attached 3 articles of  the merger.  Pepco filed last week in DC, attached 
is also the proposed issue index of the Joint Applicants in Formal Case No.1119O.

We expect Pepco to file in MD in August.  We are also working on the New York reforming the energy 
vision proceeding.

Regards 

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:48:33 -0500
From: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFESnuGKKbvcuSOOrxphcmM6Z3U2dpyxN_yvid5Si=2KS_k0fQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d369ea54c7b87f319d7aeefb4f060822

Hi all,  
 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

--

Sam Cho

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator

GSA Office of the Administrator
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

Subject: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 19:19:27 +0000
From: "Davis, Aaron" <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
To: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Cc: "adam.neufeld@gsa.gov" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 

<john.tobey@gsa.gov>, "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>

Message-ID:
<SN1PR0601MB1904B84A48A5D7F8E12DBDF594000@SN1PR0601MB1904.namprd06.p
rod.outlook.com>

MD5: 2b7e86765f9b9f8c96fced7e8c41dc48

  

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 14:35:34 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: brett.prather@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 

<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <-8286908999603215315@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 5fc9c7327f357fb48750a402176fb403

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)

(b) (6)

mailto:aaron.davis@washpost.com
http://www.washingtonpost.com/pb/aaron-davis
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 15:19:47 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: "brett.prather@gsa.gov" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, lisa.austin@gsa.gov, 

nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov
Cc: "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 

<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, michael.gelber@gsa.gov

Message-ID: <-5512332685005268374@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 13e772ad884c4ace277d5b2c6db98310

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone 
On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 18:14:57 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Teressa Wykpisz-
Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAMhUOJQzxa1E-WV7c3MDedPQsHZ10CrGo--AdHoxA4JpnQHj8Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 07f968b640bf397c67ac5cd3daddc6bb

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way. 
 

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis

The Washington Post
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Mon, 30 Nov 2015 18:51:29 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" 
<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Teressa 
Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <9146993729560902652@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 13a7b34a2b7e3ae8e01ee746ff0fadd4

Davis left a vm for me too.  Sent him an email and told him agency comms was organizing our response.  

Tony 

On Nov 30, 2015, at 18:14, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:03:59 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" 
<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Michael Gelber 
- PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPG4SyGgRJbP5H+aYgMwqCm9yQkE1=OtJBR58e5gKYS-qLz_iw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e71be71e392008f73df73eeed842fbf2

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits. 
 

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:25:03 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <-3763059235526297371@unknownmsgid>
MD5: cd7ac5cdda47c46f04bebc4dfbb252ae

I'm fine if others are.  

Sent from my iPhone 
On Dec 1, 2015, at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone
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On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (5)

(b) (6)

mailto:aaron.davis@washpost.com
http://www.washingtonpost.com/pb/aaron-davis
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:22:08 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPG4SyE=Z5H-_FL329LaQaT9LETRb8T_aaMQWf3CTpG=B1nrqw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f776f902b02bab6ded0cfb8148c59578

Updated statement below: 
 

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
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preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Today's Clips

l Policy: GSA drops out of key hearing on Pepco-Exelon merger (Washington Post)

l Policy: GSA backs out of D.C. Pepco-Exelon hearings (Washington Business Journal)

l Policy: Pepco And Exelon Overcome Another Hurdle To Their Merger (The DCist)

l Policy: New D.C. hearings on Pepco-Exelon merger begin (WTOP)

l Real Estate: JUDGE S RULING SAYS GSA EXCEEDED OWN SIZE LIMITS IN TSA 
AWARD (Alexandria Times)

l Real Estate: Fleas at federal courthouse force change of venue for two student events 
(SA Express)

l Acquisition: GSA offers telematics data sharing on fleet vehicles (FedTimes)

l IT/Technology: Analytics dashboard adds location, download data (GCN)

l IT/Technology: GSA.gov pivots site design for mobile users (GCN)

l Personnel: Kerber leaves GSA (FCW)

Policy: GSA drops out of key hearing on Pepco-Exelon merger (Washington Post)
The U.S. agency that pays the government s electric bills excused itself from its role in key hearings 

critiquing the Pepco-Exelon merger Wednesday, angering critics who had looked at the General 

Services Administration as the best hope to stop the deal.

Environmentalists and good-government groups have opposed the merger as bad for ratepayers 

and the environment. They saw the GSA and its deep bench of federal lawyers and technical 

experts as the only party remaining that had not supported the merger and also had the capabilities 

to effectively question the $6.4 billion merger.

Policy: GSA backs out of D.C. Pepco-Exelon hearings (Washington Business Journal)
The General Services Administration has backed down from its plans to take part in the new round of 

D.C. Public Service Commission hearings that began Wednesday on the proposed $6.8 billion merger 

between Pepco Holdings Inc.(NYSE: POM) and Exelon Corp. (NYSE: EXC).

Policy: Pepco And Exelon Overcome Another Hurdle To Their Merger (The DCist)
Pepco and Exelon have overcome one of their final hurdles in a bid to merge into the country's largest 

electric utility company.

According to the Washington Post, the General Services Administration will stop criticizing the deal 

following discussions with D.C. government officials who approve of the merger.

Policy: New D.C. hearings on Pepco-Exelon merger begin (WTOP)
The $6 billion merger would create one of the nation s largest energy utilities, marrying the Chicago-

based Exelon Corporation with locally-owned Pepco Holdings.

The Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia has set aside two days of hearings to 

take testimony from supporters and opponents of the merger.

Pepco says the plan includes a number of new community benefits that make the deal beneficial to 

the region. Opponents, like Anya Schoolman, director of Community Power Network, questioned 

not only the benefits the merger would bring, but how the deal was worked out, citing the timing of 
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a settlement between the District and Pepco and Mayor Muriel Bowser s announcement of a $25 

million contribution from Pepco to offset the cost of a new soccer stadium.

Real Estate: JUDGE S RULING SAYS GSA EXCEEDED OWN SIZE LIMITS IN TSA 
AWARD (Alexandria Times)
The General Services Administration erred in its awarding of the U.S. Transportation Security 

Administration s new lease to the Victory Center in Alexandria because the building exceeded the 

agency s limit of square footage as prescribed by its own request for lease proposal, according to a 

ruling by Judge Charles Lettow of the U.S Court of Federal Claims that was unsealed on November 25 

and obtained by the Times.

Lettow s ruling was first handed down November 11 under seal, and voided the TSA s move to 

the Port City, which had been announced to great fanfare in August. The order was released to the 

public last week with a number of redactions, mostly related to pricing and square footage.

Real Estate: Fleas at federal courthouse force change of venue for two student events 
(SA Express)
A week after U.S. senators toured the problem-plagued federal courthouse, a flea infestation prompted 

changes in venue for two mock trials that had been scheduled at the building in HemisFair Park, 

officials said.

Two real trials are scheduled for jury selection on Monday and potential jurors might have to 

congregate somewhere besides the jury assembly room, which is in the basement and where most 

of the fleas continue to be seen, said Michael Oakes, the administrator of the San Antonio district 

courts division of the Western District of Texas.

Acquisition: GSA offers telematics data sharing on fleet vehicles (FedTimes)
The General Services Administration is adding efficiency to fleet vehicles by tracking data on their 

use. As a result of the March 25 executive order to make fleet vehicles more sustainable and emit fewer 

greenhouse gases over the next decade, the GSA is now providing vehicles with telematics, the term 

for devices that gather and store data on vehicle use.

IT/Technology: Analytics dashboard adds location, download data (GCN)
The federal government s web analytics site, analytics.usa.gov, now features location information, 

metrics on downloaded files and a deeper view of traffic to federal websites.

Created by the Digital Analytics Program and 18F in March, analytics.usa.gov provides  web 

 analytics that help government agencies understand how people find, access, and use 

government services online.

IT/Technology: GSA.gov pivots site design for mobile users (GCN)
The General Services Administration recently updated its website with an enhanced design and 

usability improvements to better serve the growing number of government employees who access the 

site with their mobile devices.

According to Sarah Bryant, director of Enterprise Web Management for the GSA Office of 

Communications and Marketing, 13 percent of traffic to the GSA website in 2015 came from tablets 

and smartphones, not including visits to the previous mobile site, m.gsa.gov.

Personnel: Kerber leaves GSA (FCW)
Jennifer Kerber, director of the Connect.gov program at the General Services Administration's Office of 

Citizen Services and Innovative Technologies, is leaving government.

Kerber announced in an email message to staff on Dec. 1 that she will be moving back to her home 

state of Texas, where she will join accounting and consulting firm Grant Thornton as a director in 

the state and local government practice and focus on government affairs and marketing. Her last 

day at GSA is Dec. 3.

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may 

have missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 18:53:20 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: michael.gelber@gsa.gov, norman.dong@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <-5322692608597650693@unknownmsgid>
MD5: c2708ab5b805c3703b3acf44d16e31a5

FYI  

Sent from my iPhone 
Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 
Date: December 3, 2015 at 6:24:59 PM EST 
To: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Denise Roth - A <denise.roth@gsa.gov>,  Adam 
Neufeld - AC <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S 
<lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Here's the blog that went out. 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:51 PM 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 Blog  below. Link  here. 

 

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon 

Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration
Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 

mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 

GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. As it 

relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited process by 

which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing rates for 

a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that will 

disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced and will 

continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider a rate 

increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 

Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement, GSA noted that “the 

proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of a meaningful opportunity 

to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to 

review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was 

not granted. (See the Commission’s response.) As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to 

properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.

--

Kamara Jones 

Press Secretary 

U.S. General Services Administration  

Office of Communications and Marketing 
General Services Administration | @usgsa | Facebook.com/GSA
kamara.jones@gsa.gov | @whokjones | Work Cell
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:45:52 -0400
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  

Darren Blue <darren.blue@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dQc5dNbZEjQyVHTuA5qv2Fi9bVgpGiL1O_h34dgToHqwg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a6db88faa03fdf2eca89294a111b650f
Attachments: GSA Motion FC1119 Filed 10-16-15.pdf 

Sharing a GSA motion filed today regarding the Pepco-Exelon merger. 
 

GSA is requesting the DC Public Service Commission provide extra time for interested parties to review 
the proposed deal.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Oct 16, 2015 at 5:16 PM 
Subject: Copy of GSA Motion in Formal Case 1119 
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 

John,

Attached is a copy of the GSA motion filed today with the DC PSC in Formal Case No. 1119.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
 

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 18:24:59 -0500
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
To: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Denise Roth - A 

<denise.roth@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AC <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Katy Kale - AC 
<katy.kale@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Kris Durmer - L 
<kris.durmer@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - 
PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>

Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CANmQ29HtRaTtG8B4Ky2iQn=C4ngpiK19nrGoDV0DbvhkRQD12g@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 29e0e0c5257d1c51a26586c75cfe9e12

Here's the blog that went out.  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 3, 2015 at 5:51 PM 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 Blog  below. Link  here. 

 

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon 

Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration
Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 

mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 

GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. As it 

relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited process by 

which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing rates for 

a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that will 

disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced and will 

continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider a rate 

increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 

Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement, GSA noted that “the 

proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of a meaningful opportunity 

to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to 

review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was 

not granted. (See the Commission’s response.) As a consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to 

properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273-Search2_reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov_0

Subject: GSA Twitter Updates
Date: Fri, 04 Dec 2015 09:41:25 -0600
From: "General Services Administration" <gsa@notify.gsa.gov>
To: reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <17535461.1803@notify.gsa.gov>
MD5: 1eefc5f927a5bafdd48179174f3574ff

 

You are subscribed to GSA Twitter Updates for GSA, General Services Administration. 

 This information has recently been updated, and is now available.

 

GSA   USGSA 04 Dec 

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential 

Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon 

Merger: https://t.co/IETh9SsXq7

Details   |   Retweet 

Tip: If you like getting our tweets via email, but are getting too many, consider changing your preferences. 

You can: change your preference to daily or weekly digests.

 

STAY CONNECTED:

SUBSCRIBER SERVICES: 

Manage Subscriptions  |  Unsubscribe All  |  Help

This email was sent to reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov on behalf of General Services Administration  · 1800 F St. NW · Washington, DC 
20405  ·  866-606-8220
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Fri, 4 Dec 2015 15:57:33 -0500
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
To: Kris Durmer - L <kris.durmer@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>
Cc: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB 

<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Adam Neufeld - AD 
<adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>,  Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAMhUOJTE7AOLisKdxs8zb8DMs8a-Km9ojRYB9x9ZkmEXh9WUWw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e9547a2107d3f35339f2172779803053

Kris and Barry, please see below. Can you let us know if you have any concerns with our proposed 
response? 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not 
written in response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written 
in response to the originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, 
another entity wrote a story today based on the original story from WaPo).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility 
merger." The original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted 
scrutiny in reversing their positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and 
"apparent willingness to go along now." This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of 
position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate 
in the hearings. This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about 
the shortened process for the Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable 
treatment of the federal community. As we note in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow 
us to properly consider and submit testimony.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com>
Date: Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM 
Subject: RE: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

 

Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
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review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 
--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited process 

by which the agreement is being considered.” 

We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is true, 

there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack of a 

substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from hearings 

this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 

agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 

consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 

That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are facts 

that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources it put 

into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 

savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 

mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 

GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. As it 

relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited process by 

which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing rates for 

a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that will 

disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced and will 

continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider a rate 

increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 

Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted that 

“the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 

a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 

consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed by 

other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 

consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Fri, 18 Dec 2015 11:04:36 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPG4SyHNvxmhFMemy4PVtEGqEB5VnuJAHn1EBmcD+Ui3MSFcCg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: afeeda3b884192300096f50e724e3908

update below-we are still waiting to hear back from WaPO. 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Dec 18, 2015 at 9:42 AM 
Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> 

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:15 PM 
Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

After I sent this, I was on WaPo and ran into this; Aaron already wrote the story. I think in large 
measure it's fairly accurate, except for this piece:

"The GSA’s decision represents a reversal of what the agency has said its role is in evaluating the merger. 
In interviews, GSA officials had said the merger evaluation period is not the time for the agency to make a 
stand on fighting disproportionate rates for commercial customers. But the filing Wednesday takes a 
different tact, saying that commercial ratepayers should be compensated for the merger to go through.

An email to two GSA representatives asking for an explanation of the decision was not returned Thursday."

Flagging so we can think through potential next steps. I'm on a plane late morning tomorrow 
but can be available between 7 and 10.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:10 PM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. 
Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger 
To: "Davis, Aaron" <aaron.davis@washpost.com> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Thanks for reaching out Aaron. On background and attributable to the agency, this is not a 
reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, we planned to continue to 
represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that discussion, we noted 
that we would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate settlement 
case on microgrids, and also advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In our post-hearing brief, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as 
currently drafted, are not in the public interest. We stated that if the Commission decides to 
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approve the Settlement Agreement and merger, we recommend that changes be made to 
address specific issues we have identified.  GSA neither supports nor opposes the proposed 
merger.  Instead, we have been and continue to be concerned about the terms related to the 
merger, and how they will impact federal customers and the taxpayers.

Thanks again.

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal 
is not in the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to 
me a couple weeks ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make 
its case on disproportionate commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on 
the reversal: why is GSA now weighing in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the 
public interest? Does it oppose the merger? Thank you, -A 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599
Twitter: 

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post 
was not written in response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. 
It was written in response to the originally posted story, which was picked up by several other 
media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on Friday seemingly based on the original 
story). 

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on 
utility merger." The original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have 
attracted scrutiny in reversing their positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent 
change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." This was picked up by several 
news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger. 

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not 
participate in the hearings. This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still 
remains concerned about the shortened process for the Settlement Agreement and we remain 
concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note in the 
statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony. 

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again. 

Brett  

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 
Kamara, 
 
This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you 
would publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without 
stating exactly what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. 
I have received no e-mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story 
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appeared in the paper yesterday. 
 
What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 
 
I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:
 
--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”
GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. 
That is consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency 
would fight against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to 
say that GSA advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the 
expedited merger review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised 
concerns about the merger perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA 
has taken no position, has not filed comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from 
hearings and from cross examination. The agency’s stated position that it does advocate for 
ratepayers and its inaction on that front are inconsistent.
 
--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited process 

by which the agreement is being considered.” 

We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is true, 

there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack of a 

substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from hearings 

this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 

agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 

consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 

That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are facts 

that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources it put 

into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 

savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 
 
 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers 
of Pepco-Exelon Merger
 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 

mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 

GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. As it 

relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited process by 

which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing rates for 

a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that will 

disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced and will 

continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider a rate 

increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 

Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted that 

“the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 

a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 

consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed by 

other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 

consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Fri, 18 Dec 2015 11:05:23 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPG4SyHiWtbdFHOKn-3me3pQjaX3TGNq8FWhyjGdeq4FQOMKXg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b86bcdf65683a7cf9dcb3ba0d958e065

sending another - this is just background. 
 

On Fri, Dec 18, 2015 at 11:04 AM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

update below-we are still waiting to hear back from WaPO.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Dec 18, 2015 at 9:42 AM 
Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger 

To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:15 PM 
Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

After I sent this, I was on WaPo and ran into this; Aaron already wrote the story. I think in large 
measure it's fairly accurate, except for this piece:

"The GSA’s decision represents a reversal of what the agency has said its role is in evaluating the merger. 
In interviews, GSA officials had said the merger evaluation period is not the time for the agency to make a 
stand on fighting disproportionate rates for commercial customers. But the filing Wednesday takes a 
different tact, saying that commercial ratepayers should be compensated for the merger to go through.

An email to two GSA representatives asking for an explanation of the decision was not returned Thursday."

Flagging so we can think through potential next steps. I'm on a plane late morning tomorrow 
but can be available between 7 and 10.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:10 PM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. 
Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger 
To: "Davis, Aaron" <aaron.davis@washpost.com> 
Cc: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov> 

Thanks for reaching out Aaron. On background and attributable to the agency, this is not a 
reversal of the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, we planned to continue to 
represent the federal community's interest in a number of forums. In that discussion, we noted 
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that we would file post-hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate settlement 
case on microgrids, and also advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In our post-hearing brief, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as 
currently drafted, are not in the public interest. We stated that if the Commission decides to 
approve the Settlement Agreement and merger, we recommend that changes be made to 
address specific issues we have identified.  GSA neither supports nor opposes the proposed 
merger.  Instead, we have been and continue to be concerned about the terms related to the 
merger, and how they will impact federal customers and the taxpayers.

Thanks again.

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal 
is not in the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to 
me a couple weeks ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make 
its case on disproportionate commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on 
the reversal: why is GSA now weighing in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the 
public interest? Does it oppose the merger? Thank you, -A 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599
Twitter: 

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post 
was not written in response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. 
It was written in response to the originally posted story, which was picked up by several other 
media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on Friday seemingly based on the original 
story). 

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on 
utility merger." The original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have 
attracted scrutiny in reversing their positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent 
change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." This was picked up by several 
news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger. 

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not 
participate in the hearings. This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still 
remains concerned about the shortened process for the Settlement Agreement and we remain 
concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note in the 
statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony. 

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again. 

Brett  

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:
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Kamara, 
 
This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you 
would publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without 
stating exactly what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. 
I have received no e-mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story 
appeared in the paper yesterday. 
 
What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 
 
I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:
 
--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”
GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. 
That is consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency 
would fight against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to 
say that GSA advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the 
expedited merger review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised 
concerns about the merger perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA 
has taken no position, has not filed comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from 
hearings and from cross examination. The agency’s stated position that it does advocate for 
ratepayers and its inaction on that front are inconsistent.
 
--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited process 

by which the agreement is being considered.” 

We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is true, 

there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack of a 

substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from hearings 

this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 

agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 

consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 

That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are facts 

that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources it put 

into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 

savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 
 
 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers 
of Pepco-Exelon Merger
 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 
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[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration

Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 

mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 

GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. As it 

relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited process by 

which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing rates for 

a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that will 

disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced and will 

continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider a rate 

increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 

Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted that 

“the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 

a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 

consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed by 

other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 

consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of the 
taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   
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Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger

Date: Fri, 18 Dec 2015 11:07:02 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPG4SyFXukyEN42ORSVVQkrP7hb7KfPUJBFfwLf_sSq9CgAmhQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 48d1192202949ef8fce19b6d0446f6ca

this is the actual update-and we are still on hold from WaPO.T 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Date: Fri, Dec 18, 2015 at 9:42 AM 
Subject: Fwd: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of 
Pepco-Exelon Merger 
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>
Date: Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:26 PM 
Subject: Re: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger 
To: Brett Prather <brett.prather@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Davis, Aaron" <aaron.davis@washpost.com>, christopher.jenkins@washpost.com

Hi, Chris. We received Aaron's OOO message. Can we update the online version of the story? Our 

response is below.

On Dec 17, 2015 9:10 PM, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks for reaching out Aaron. On background and attributable to the agency, this is not a reversal of 
the agency's position. As noted a couple of weeks ago, we planned to continue to represent the federal 
community's interest in a number of forums. In that discussion, we noted that we would file post-
hearing comments, continue to advocate on the separate settlement case on microgrids, and also 
advocate should a rate increase be considered in the future.

In our post-hearing brief, we are saying that the terms of the Settlement Agreement, as currently 
drafted, are not in the public interest. We stated that if the Commission decides to approve the 
Settlement Agreement and merger, we recommend that changes be made to address specific issues we 
have identified.  GSA neither supports nor opposes the proposed merger.  Instead, we have been and 
continue to be concerned about the terms related to the merger, and how they will impact federal 
customers and the taxpayers.

Thanks again.

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 9:30 AM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

Brett, Kamara, I see GSA filed comments and is quite forceful in saying the Pepco-Exelon deal is not in 
the public interest. That is clearly a reversal of the agency's position as described to me a couple weeks 
ago by Adam Neufeld and others that the GSA believed it could best make its case on disproportionate 
commercial rates in other settings. Can you please comment on the reversal: why is GSA now weighing 
in and saying the PSC should find the merger not in the public interest? Does it oppose the merger? 
Thank you, -A
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Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

On Dec 6, 2015, at 11:29 AM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Aaron, thanks for reaching out. On background and attributable to the agency, this blog post was not written in 
response to your updated story, nor was it solely about the Washington Post. It was written in response to the 
originally posted story, which was picked up by several other media outlets (in fact, another entity wrote a story on 
Friday seemingly based on the original story).

In that story, the headline was "Federal agency halts effort to save U.S. taxpayers money on utility merger." The 
original story also stated that "GSA is the last in a series of critics who have attracted scrutiny in reversing their 
positions on the deal" and referenced "GSA's apparent change of heart" and "apparent willingness to go along now." 
This was picked up by several news outlets as a reversal of position on the merger.

We acknowledge that testimony was not submitted. We also acknowledge that we did not participate in the hearings. 
This does not, however, signify a reversal of position. GSA still remains concerned about the shortened process for the 
Settlement Agreement and we remain concerned about the equitable treatment of the federal community. As we note 
in the statement, this shortened timeline did not allow us to properly consider and submit testimony.

Hope that helps to clarify. Thanks again.

Brett 

On Fri, Dec 4, 2015 at 2:41 PM, Davis, Aaron  <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote:

 

Kamara, 

 

This e-mail ended up in my spam folder, so I am just seeing it now. I find it troubling that you would 
publish a blog post suggesting our story mischaracterized the GSA’s position without stating exactly 
what was mischaracterized or having first brought that concern to our attention. I have received no e-
mail or phone call from you or from anyone else at GSA since the story appeared in the paper 
yesterday. 

 

What, specifically, was mischaracterized? 

 

I have concerns about the characterizations in the blog post:

 

--“GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: GSA will advocate for fair and equitable 
treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding”

GSA did not previously and has not yet taken an official position on the Pepco-Exelon merger. That is 
consistent. We also reported that Deputy Administrator Adam Neufeld said the agency would fight 
against any future rate increases. But in this passage, it is not therefore accurate to say that GSA 
advocates for taxpayers in “any proposed utility proceeding.” Case in point, the expedited merger 
review. During previous rounds, GSA attorneys and technical experts raised concerns about the merger 
perpetuating inequities in the rate structure. Since then, the GSA has taken no position, has not filed 
comments in the expedited review, has excused itself from hearings and from cross examination. The 
agency’s stated position that it does advocate for ratepayers and its inaction on that front are 
inconsistent.

 
--“As it relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited process 

by which the agreement is being considered.” 

We reported GSA’s opposition to the process and its October filing to that effect. But again, if this is true, 
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there is no record of it filed with the PSC. The GSA also did not file any such explanation for its lack of a 

substantive motion and it did not seek to make such a point this week when it excused itself from hearings 

this week.

--“GSA proposed a longer timeframe for consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the 

agreement. This request was also echoed by other parties in the process, but was not granted. As a 

consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony. 

That is what Adam Neufeld said in the interview and that’s what we reported, even though, there are facts 

that suggest the agency was quite close to filing and has not said what, if any, additional resources it put 

into trying to prepare testimony in time for what is the biggest change to its utility provider in a generation.

GSA’s inaction in the expedited case stands in stark contrast to its record of aggressively pursuing cost 

savings previously.

If there is any specific concerns you have with the story, please let me know,

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Kamara Jones - ZBB [mailto:kamara.jones@gsa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, December 03, 2015 5:51 PM 
To: Kamara Jones - ZBB; Brett Prather - Z 
Subject: THE GSA BLOG: GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-
Exelon Merger

 

Blog below. Link here[gsablogs.gsa.gov]. 



[gsablogs.gsa.gov]

GSA Remains Concerned With Potential Impact to U.S. Taxpayers of Pepco-Exelon Merger

December 3, 2015 | U.S. General Services Administration
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Recent media accounts regarding the Settlement Agreement and merger for Pepco and Exelon have 

mischaracterized GSA’s position and actions. In fact, GSA’s position is consistent and has been for years: 

GSA will advocate for fair and equitable treatment for the taxpayer in any proposed utility proceeding. As it 

relates to this proposed Settlement Agreement, we continue to object to the short-circuited process by 

which the agreement is being considered.

The Settlement Agreement remains unclear as to its impact on the federal government. By freezing rates for 

a broader base of residential customers, it opens the possibility of future rate increases that will 

disproportionately impact federal taxpayers. This is a consistent concern we have previously voiced and will 

continue to voice. Should the Public Service Commission (the Commission) be asked to consider a rate 

increase in the future, GSA would advocate for the taxpayer’s interest as we always have.

In October, GSA raised serious objections to the short-circuited and flawed process by which the 

Commission was proposing to reopen the issue of the merger. In that statement[dcpsc.org], GSA noted that 

“the proposed timeline would deprive the non-settling parties and community at large of 

a meaningful opportunity to vet the Settlement Agreement.” GSA proposed a longer timeframe for 

consideration to allow all parties to review the terms of the agreement. This request was also echoed by 

other parties in the process, but was not granted. (See the Commission’s response.[dcpsc.org]) As a 

consequence, GSA did not have sufficient time to properly consider and submit testimony.

GSA will remain active in this process, and continue to advocate in the best interest of 

the taxpayers, specifically regarding the potential for disproportionate rates.
 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:25:03 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <-3763059235526297371@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 8c70e2b962153dc0302f22e68395c814

I'm fine if others are.  

Sent from my iPhone 
On Dec 1, 2015, at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone
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On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:22:08 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPG4SyE=Z5H-_FL329LaQaT9LETRb8T_aaMQWf3CTpG=B1nrqw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4f5cd4dfad45dc135353cd4f47fc5709

Updated statement below: 
 

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
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preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:53 -0500
From: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>
To: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD 

<michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, 
Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  Gregg Treml - P 
<gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Anthony Costa 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAE2DtbiBeE8voffw8pcJqSxq8fcvuRpwEQ4NAn1t0pLhYc372A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2ca834cdac50935b885f07d1f6b13d1d

we can use 6126 

___________________

Lisa A. Austin

Associate Administrator

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs

1800 F St., NW

Washington, DC  20415

tel.  202-208-1806

cell:  202-603-5921

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:48 PM, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 
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rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely ignored 

in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:48:33 -0500
From: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFESnuGKKbvcuSOOrxphcmM6Z3U2dpyxN_yvid5Si=2KS_k0fQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b67d43cfcb14ede4a690756cda563947

Hi all,  
 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
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From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

--

Sam Cho

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator

GSA Office of the Administrator
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:45:06 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
Cc: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P 
<gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CANEWrGEhmgLo3Cc6F0yX4AYxnKQxD+a6+mKt2gm=awVtF55Grg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3df3f54c2ffdbe438cbf727a11c7356f

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite. 
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
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discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.
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Subject: Re: MEDIA 10/16
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 18:21:37 -0400
From: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 

<brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Tania Mejia - 
ZBB <idania.mejia@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAEoXwaD3uOEAeSptHKYTaLZWPfQF9DKjD7tSU5=2-EfgbsjcoA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 53a4ab63632cadad98e28a8672981d4e

Thank you. Have a great night.  

On Friday, October 16, 2015, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 
WAPO story on FBI http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/digger/wp/2015/10/16/the-fbis-
headquarters-is-falling-apart-why-is-it-so-hard-for-america-to-build-a-new-one/

 

On Oct 16, 2015, at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 

l The WAPO story on FBI should be out tomorrow.

l FCW covered the hackathon and the reporter, Zach Nobel, did an interview with David Shive. We are 
blogging about the event tonight and also tweeting about it today and Monday.

l The press release around the RFP on EIS went out today. We also amplified the release through social 
media.

l The Philly News reached out to the R3 PAO inquiring about the rental rate of 2970 Market Street. We 
are sending them the rental rate on background.

l Andy Medici at WBJ reached out about the motion we're planning to file with the DC Public Services 
Commission about the proposed Exelon/Pepco merger. We gave information on background.

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--
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Subject: Fwd: MEDIA 10/16
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 18:15:13 -0400
From: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
To: Denise Roth - A <denise.roth@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAEoXwaCkCoEZwaPP_yFwWfUFhwqcDNnZTu_MNZmNroMRuzQ3Yg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 51d38cbf191617ebbab15a7e298b2fbe

Welcome back! 
COMMS update for the night.  

WAPO story on FBI http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/digger/wp/2015/10/16/the-fbis-headquarters-is-

falling-apart-why-is-it-so-hard-for-america-to-build-a-new-one/

See you guys tomorrow! 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> 
Date: Friday, October 16, 2015 
Subject: MEDIA 10/16 
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, Tania 
Mejia - ZBB <idania.mejia@gsa.gov> 

l The WAPO story on FBI should be out tomorrow.

l FCW covered the hackathon and the reporter, Zach Nobel, did an interview with David Shive. We are 
blogging about the event tonight and also tweeting about it today and Monday.

l The press release around the RFP on EIS went out today. We also amplified the release through social 
media.

l The Philly News reached out to the R3 PAO inquiring about the rental rate of 2970 Market Street. We 
are sending them the rental rate on background.

l Andy Medici at WBJ reached out about the motion we're planning to file with the DC Public Services 
Commission about the proposed Exelon/Pepco merger. We gave information on background.

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  

--
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Subject: Re: MEDIA 10/16
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 18:02:07 -0400
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>
Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  

Tania Mejia - ZBB <idania.mejia@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-8629381462429622040@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 31c385fa45a1b211301256fb1d31f08b

WAPO story on FBI http://www.washingtonpost.com/news/digger/wp/2015/10/16/the-fbis-
headquarters-is-falling-apart-why-is-it-so-hard-for-america-to-build-a-new-one/

On Oct 16, 2015, at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

l The WAPO story on FBI should be out tomorrow.

l FCW covered the hackathon and the reporter, Zach Nobel, did an interview with David Shive. We are 
blogging about the event tonight and also tweeting about it today and Monday.

l The press release around the RFP on EIS went out today. We also amplified the release through social 
media.

l The Philly News reached out to the R3 PAO inquiring about the rental rate of 2970 Market Street. We 
are sending them the rental rate on background.

l Andy Medici at WBJ reached out about the motion we're planning to file with the DC Public Services 
Commission about the proposed Exelon/Pepco merger. We gave information on background.

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   
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Subject: Fwd: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 08:59:05 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>

Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve 
Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry 
Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAOf79dQ_drV6FP-J=5bhTSJ7LCJHgEq6+hAsQP9Vz_MsCmeuzQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 5a996cb7b84fd009a7d8137bfb365597
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger. 
 

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:23:49 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" 
<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather 
- Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFBmGyd7a4ALG=FaoxT-oQn31o15Eq-ODHoFeA5kZu2P+xYvHA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f0a0bf2e9cd61ade941339a80c1955ab

Looks good. 
 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

- mobile

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:
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Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--
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Subject: MEDIA 10/16
Date: Fri, 16 Oct 2015 17:03:27 -0400
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>
Cc: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Kamara Jones - ZBB <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  

Tania Mejia - ZBB <idania.mejia@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPG4SyF3KP0LAv2E8E7WEuiYdU0G0f3mZ71dhJpPwtyL5N9F4Q@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ae325ffc7ed65946cbf25eef05336864

The WAPO story on FBI should be out tomorrow. 

l FCW covered the hackathon and the reporter, Zach Nobel, did an interview with David Shive. We are 
blogging about the event tonight and also tweeting about it today and Monday.

l The press release around the RFP on EIS went out today. We also amplified the release through social 
media.

l The Philly News reached out to the R3 PAO inquiring about the rental rate of 2970 Market Street. We 
are sending them the rental rate on background.

l Andy Medici at WBJ reached out about the motion we're planning to file with the DC Public Services 
Commission about the proposed Exelon/Pepco merger. We gave information on background.

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Fwd: GSA Daily News Brief 12.21.15
Date: Mon, 21 Dec 2015 10:11:36 -0500
From: Jeri Somers - GJ <jeri.somers@gsa.gov>
To: "&CBCA All RCO" <CBCAAllRCO@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <-5788358059474095892@unknownmsgid>
MD5: d19e524d121429d30ee43cd70ee976c9

Judge Jeri Kaylene SomersVice Chair, U.S. Civilian Board of Contract Appeals 

1800 M Street NW

Washington, DC 20036

202.606.8831

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "GSA News Clips" <gsain@notify.gsa.gov> 
Date: December 21, 2015 at 9:41:52 AM EST 
To: jeri.somers@gsa.gov
Subject: GSA Daily News Brief 12.21.15
Reply-To: gsain@notify.gsa.gov

GSA Daily News Brief 12.21.15

Today's Clips

l Acquisition: Protests resolved, GSA launches agile BPA (FCW)

l Acquisition: Protests resolved, 18F prepares for next round of BPAs (Washington 
Technology)

l Acquisition: GAO’s Ralph White: Most Federal Acquisition Programs Fall Within Legal 
Boundaries (ExecGov)

l Real Estate: Washington region reaps the benefits of new congressional spending plan 
(Washington Post)

l Real Estate: GSA Eyes Combined Prospectuses for Secondary NIH Campus in Maryland 
(ExecGov)

l Real Estate: Santa Rosa federal building one of nine sites to receive solar panels (The 
Press Democrat)

l Policy: Feds Advise Against Pepco-Exelon Merger Unless Better Deal Is Struck (WAMU 
88.5)

l IT/Technology: A bot named for a 'West Wing' character helps onboard 18F's new hires 
(FCW)

Acquisition: Protests resolved, GSA launches agile BPA (FCW)
The final protest of the General Services Administration's blanket purchase agreement for agile 

development has been resolved. The agency said on Dec. 17 that the unrestricted portion of the 

contracting vehicle is open for business and has added a 17thcontractor.

"Today, we're pleased to officially say that Pool Three of the agile blanket purchase agreement is 

launched," wrote V. David Zvenyach, acquisition management director at 18F, in a blog post.  

"Although we announced the awardees earlier this year, there were multiple protests related to the 

agile BPA. Last night, we learned that the final protest has been resolved, which means we can 

soon begin awarding work under the agile BPA."
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Acquisition: Protests resolved, 18F prepares for next round of BPAs (Washington 
Technology)
When the Court of Federal Claims ruled against Octo Consulting this week, it cleared the way for GSA 

to finally launch is Agile development contract for its 18F office.

The agency awarded BPAs to 16 companies in August, but was soon hit with several protests.

Octo’s was the last remaining one that stood in the way of the contract getting off the ground.

GSA’s David Zvenyach said that the agency would begin awarding work soon under Pool 3 and 

that two more blanket purchase agreements for designers and developers will soon be awarded as 

well. 

Acquisition: GAO’s Ralph White: Most Federal Acquisition Programs Fall Within Legal 
Boundaries (ExecGov)
Ralph White, managing associate general counsel for procurement law at the Government 

Accountability Office, said the GAO has found agencies comply with regulations when they implement 

the majority of their acquisition initiatives, Federal News Radio reported Friday.

Jason Miller writes White added the number of contractor protests for task and delivery orders 

awarded under government contract vehicles has remained flat over the past seven years.

Real Estate: Washington region reaps the benefits of new congressional spending plan 
(Washington Post)
Washington-area elected officials repeatedly sounded the alarm in recent years that the dysfunction and 

austerity ruling Congress were hurting the local economy to the point where it lagged behind the 

nation’s.

Then details of a new $1.1 trillion omnibus spending package came down from Capitol Hill.

The legislation, approved by the House and Senate last week, provides $557 million for a 

Department of Homeland Security campus in the District,$390 million toward an FBI campus, 

$154 million for improvements at Fort Meade, $150 million for Metro and $60 million for the 

Gaithersburg campus of the National Institute of Standards and Technology.

Real Estate: GSA Eyes Combined Prospectuses for Secondary NIH Campus in Maryland 
(ExecGov)
The General Services Administration could open a second Maryland campus for the National Institutes 

of Health that combines two Congress-approved lease prospectuses from 2014, the Washington 

Business Journal reported Thursday.

Daniel Sernovitz writes that a GSA presolicitation notice on FedBizOpps earlier this month 

indicated a tentative space requirement of up to 539,000 square feet in Montgomery or Prince 

George’s counties.

Real Estate: Santa Rosa federal building one of nine sites to receive solar panels (The 
Press Democrat)
By the end of 2016, as much as 15 percent of the energy used by the John F. Shea Federal Building in 

downtown Santa Rosa will be provided by solar panels.

The building was one of nine federal sites in California and Nevada selected to have solar panels 

installed as part of a White House program to bring federal agencies in line with the Obama 

administration’s renewable energy goals.

The panels will be placed on the rooftop of the Santa Rosa building, which is on Sonoma Avenue 

between E and D streets.

Policy: Feds Advise Against Pepco-Exelon Merger Unless Better Deal Is Struck (WAMU 
88.5)
As regulators in D.C. decide the fate of the $7 billion merger between power companies Pepco and 

Exelon, the federal government is weighing in.

In a letter to the D.C. Public Service Commission, the General Services Administration says 

regulators should reject the merger unless the companies offer up a better deal.

The GSA has been called the "nation's landlord" because it oversees all the properties and 

buildings for the federal government, and the federal government is by far the biggest consumer of 
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electricity here in D.C. That's why the GSA says it's concerned about the proposed merger and its 

impact on U.S. taxpayers. While the settlement agreement between Exelon and the D.C. 

government calls for a temporary rate freeze for residential customers until early 2019, the federal 

government isn't getting the same deal.

IT/Technology: A bot named for a 'West Wing' character helps onboard 18F's new hires 
(FCW)
A bot is easing the transition for new hires at 18F. Dolores Landingham sends friendly messages to new 

18F employees so they don't face a giant information dump their first week on the job.

Mrs. Landingham, as the bot is affectionately known, provides all sorts of helpful tips for new hires 

from filling out forms and understanding what certain terms mean to knowing how to participate in 

work discussions, according to a recent 18F blog post. The bot is part of an orientation effort that 

also includes checklists and classes.

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may 

have missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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Today's Clips

l Acquisition: Protests resolved, GSA launches agile BPA (FCW)

l Acquisition: Protests resolved, 18F prepares for next round of BPAs (Washington 
Technology)

l Acquisition: GAO s Ralph White: Most Federal Acquisition Programs Fall Within Legal 
Boundaries (ExecGov)

l Real Estate: Washington region reaps the benefits of new congressional spending plan 
(Washington Post)

l Real Estate: GSA Eyes Combined Prospectuses for Secondary NIH Campus in Maryland 
(ExecGov)

l Real Estate: Santa Rosa federal building one of nine sites to receive solar panels (The 
Press Democrat)

l Policy: Feds Advise Against Pepco-Exelon Merger Unless Better Deal Is Struck (WAMU 
88.5)

l IT/Technology: A bot named for a 'West Wing' character helps onboard 18F's new hires 
(FCW)

Acquisition: Protests resolved, GSA launches agile BPA (FCW)
The final protest of the General Services Administration's blanket purchase agreement for agile 

development has been resolved. The agency said on Dec. 17 that the unrestricted portion of the 

contracting vehicle is open for business and has added a 17thcontractor.

"Today, we're pleased to officially say that Pool Three of the agile blanket purchase agreement is 

launched," wrote V. David Zvenyach, acquisition management director at 18F, in a blog post.  

"Although we announced the awardees earlier this year, there were multiple protests related to the 

agile BPA. Last night, we learned that the final protest has been resolved, which means we can 

soon begin awarding work under the agile BPA."

Acquisition: Protests resolved, 18F prepares for next round of BPAs (Washington 
Technology)
When the Court of Federal Claims ruled against Octo Consulting this week, it cleared the way for GSA 

to finally launch is Agile development contract for its 18F office.

The agency awarded BPAs to 16 companies in August, but was soon hit with several protests.

Octo s was the last remaining one that stood in the way of the contract getting off the ground.

GSA s David Zvenyach said that the agency would begin awarding work soon under Pool 3 and 

that two more blanket purchase agreements for designers and developers will soon be awarded as 

well. 

Acquisition: GAO s Ralph White: Most Federal Acquisition Programs Fall Within Legal 
Boundaries (ExecGov)
Ralph White, managing associate general counsel for procurement law at the Government 

Accountability Office, said the GAO has found agencies comply with regulations when they implement 

the majority of their acquisition initiatives, Federal News Radio reported Friday.
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Jason Miller writes White added the number of contractor protests for task and delivery orders 

awarded under government contract vehicles has remained flat over the past seven years.

Real Estate: Washington region reaps the benefits of new congressional spending plan 
(Washington Post)
Washington-area elected officials repeatedly sounded the alarm in recent years that the dysfunction and 

austerity ruling Congress were hurting the local economy to the point where it lagged behind the 

nation s.

Then details of a new $1.1 trillion omnibus spending package came down from Capitol Hill.

The legislation, approved by the House and Senate last week, provides $557 million for a 

Department of Homeland Security campus in the District,$390 million toward an FBI campus, 

$154 million for improvements at Fort Meade, $150 million for Metro and $60 million for the 

Gaithersburg campus of the National Institute of Standards and Technology.

Real Estate: GSA Eyes Combined Prospectuses for Secondary NIH Campus in Maryland 
(ExecGov)
The General Services Administration could open a second Maryland campus for the National Institutes 

of Health that combines two Congress-approved lease prospectuses from 2014, the Washington 

Business Journal reported Thursday.

Daniel Sernovitz writes that a GSA presolicitation notice on FedBizOpps earlier this month 

indicated a tentative space requirement of up to 539,000 square feet in Montgomery or Prince 

George s counties.

Real Estate: Santa Rosa federal building one of nine sites to receive solar panels (The 
Press Democrat)
By the end of 2016, as much as 15 percent of the energy used by the John F. Shea Federal Building in 

downtown Santa Rosa will be provided by solar panels.

The building was one of nine federal sites in California and Nevada selected to have solar panels 

installed as part of a White House program to bring federal agencies in line with the Obama 

administration s renewable energy goals.

The panels will be placed on the rooftop of the Santa Rosa building, which is on Sonoma Avenue 

between E and D streets.

Policy: Feds Advise Against Pepco-Exelon Merger Unless Better Deal Is Struck (WAMU 
88.5)
As regulators in D.C. decide the fate of the $7 billion merger between power companies Pepco and 

Exelon, the federal government is weighing in.

In a letter to the D.C. Public Service Commission, the General Services Administration says 

regulators should reject the merger unless the companies offer up a better deal.

The GSA has been called the "nation's landlord" because it oversees all the properties and 

buildings for the federal government, and the federal government is by far the biggest consumer of 

electricity here in D.C. That's why the GSA says it's concerned about the proposed merger and its 

impact on U.S. taxpayers. While the settlement agreement between Exelon and the D.C. 

government calls for a temporary rate freeze for residential customers until early 2019, the federal 

government isn't getting the same deal.

IT/Technology: A bot named for a 'West Wing' character helps onboard 18F's new hires 
(FCW)
A bot is easing the transition for new hires at 18F. Dolores Landingham sends friendly messages to new 

18F employees so they don't face a giant information dump their first week on the job.

Mrs. Landingham, as the bot is affectionately known, provides all sorts of helpful tips for new hires 

from filling out forms and understanding what certain terms mean to knowing how to participate in 

work discussions, according to a recent 18F blog post. The bot is part of an orientation effort that 

also includes checklists and classes.

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may 

have missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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Today's Clips

l Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)

l Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington 
Business Journal)

l Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)

l IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)

l Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington 
Post)

l Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)

l Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)

Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)
The General Services Administration says it will save $5 million by adding solar power systems on the 

rooftops of 18 federal buildings next year using a form of private sector partnership known as a power 

purchase agreement.

GSA awarded a contract this week to Washington, D.C.-based public utility company WGL 

Holdings Inc. to construct the solar panels on buildings in the capital that house "federal and quasi 

federal agencies," according to an agency announcement by Ron Allard, energy branch chief for 

GSA's National Capital Region. At a price of less than $0.04 per kilowatt-hour, a significant 

reduction from the traditional grid power price of $0.11 per kwh, GSA estimates it will save 

participating agencies more than $5 million over the term of the contract.

Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington 
Business Journal)
The General Services Administration may combine two major space needs for the National Institutes of 

Health into one, creating a secondary NIH campus in Maryland that could contain more than a half-

million square feet.

On Dec. 10, the GSA posted a presollicitation with FedBizOpps.gov for up to 539,000 square feet 

in either Montgomery or Prince George's counties, a potentially lucrative deal for the winning bidder 

at a time when vacancy rates are significantly elevated in both suburban Maryland and Northern 

Virginia.

Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)
CLEARWATER   The Community Redevelopment Agency passed a resolution 3-2 on Monday 

requesting that the United States Postal Service close the downtown office on Cleveland Street so the 

city can buy the historic building for retail or commercial use.

IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)
At a recent gathering of contracting professionals, the discussion ranged well beyond acquisition. 

Federal officials held forth on millenials in the workforce, improvements to the government's main 

recruiting site, and the possibility of revamping FedRAMP.

When the General Services Administration developed the Federal Risk and Authorization 

Management Program four years ago to vet the security of cloud products and services, the cloud 

landscape was much smaller.  While dozens of different services and providers are now FedRAMP-
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certified, there have been complaints that the process creates bottlenecks and yields fewer benefits 

than originally promised.

Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington 
Post)
The U.S. agency that pays the government s electric bills and is the largest consumer of energy in the 

nation s capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it 

provides a better deal for U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed merger of D.C.-based 

Pepco and Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon fails a key test: to treat large energy users 

  like the federal government   fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at the 

expense of federal taxpayers and, therefore,  should be found not to be in the public interest  

unless changes- are made, the agency said in the filings reviewed by The Washington Post.

Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)
The Senate late Wednesday passed legislation creating an office to monitor what agencies charge to 

government-issued credit cards.

The Saving Federal Dollars Through Better Use of Government Purchase and Travel Cards Act of 

2015, introduced by Sen. Tom Carper (D-Del.) in June, passed by unanimous consent.

The bill directs the General Services Administration (GSA) to establish an Office of Federal Charge 

Card Analytics and Review (OFCCAR) that will be charged with improving the use and oversight of 

purchases made by federal agencies and programs.

Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)
Supercomputers are the supermodels of the IT world   sought after, larger than life, high intensity and 

with a career lifespan of about five years. But when the younger, faster set plugs in, the old is out. And 

with everyone focused on the latest models (pun intended), do these expensive -- think multiyear 

contracts in the $50 million range -- and still-viable systems get put out with the trash?

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may 

have missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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l Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)

l Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)

Sustainability: GSA solar contract estimates $5M savings (FedScoop)
The General Services Administration says it will save $5 million by adding solar power systems on the 

rooftops of 18 federal buildings next year using a form of private sector partnership known as a power 

purchase agreement.

GSA awarded a contract this week to Washington, D.C.-based public utility company WGL 

Holdings Inc. to construct the solar panels on buildings in the capital that house "federal and quasi 

federal agencies," according to an agency announcement by Ron Allard, energy branch chief for 

GSA's National Capital Region. At a price of less than $0.04 per kilowatt-hour, a significant 

reduction from the traditional grid power price of $0.11 per kwh, GSA estimates it will save 

participating agencies more than $5 million over the term of the contract.

Real Estate: GSA considering second major NIH campus in Maryland (Washington 
Business Journal)
The General Services Administration may combine two major space needs for the National Institutes of 

Health into one, creating a secondary NIH campus in Maryland that could contain more than a half-

million square feet.

On Dec. 10, the GSA posted a presollicitation with FedBizOpps.gov for up to 539,000 square feet 

in either Montgomery or Prince George's counties, a potentially lucrative deal for the winning bidder 

at a time when vacancy rates are significantly elevated in both suburban Maryland and Northern 

Virginia.

Real Estate: Clearwater to seek closure of downtown post office (Tampa Bay Times)
CLEARWATER -  The Community Redevelopment Agency passed a resolution 3-2 on Monday 

requesting that the United States Postal Service close the downtown office on Cleveland Street so the 

city can buy the historic building for retail or commercial use.
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IT/Technology: What's coming from FedRAMP, 18F and USAJobs (FCW)
At a recent gathering of contracting professionals, the discussion ranged well beyond acquisition. 

Federal officials held forth on millenials in the workforce, improvements to the government's main 

recruiting site, and the possibility of revamping FedRAMP.

When the General Services Administration developed the Federal Risk and Authorization 

Management Program four years ago to vet the security of cloud products and services, the cloud 

landscape was much smaller.  While dozens of different services and providers are now FedRAMP-

certified, there have been complaints that the process creates bottlenecks and yields fewer benefits 

than originally promised.

Policy: GSA urges regulators to reject current Pepco-Exelon merger deal (Washington 
Post)
The U.S. agency that pays the government’s electric bills and is the largest consumer of energy in the 

nation’s capital has urged D.C. regulators to reject a multibillion-dollar utility industry merger unless it 

provides a better deal for U.S. taxpayers, according to a new filing in the case.

Attorneys for the General Services Administration wrote that the proposed merger of D.C.-based 

Pepco and Chicago-based nuclear energy giant Exelon fails a key test: to treat large energy users 

-  like the federal government -  fairly. The deal subsidizes the rates of residential customers at 

the expense of federal taxpayers and, therefore, “should be found not to be in the public interest” 

unless changes are made, the agency said in the filings reviewed by The Washington Post.

Congressional: Senate passes bill to crack down on government credit cards (The Hill)
The Senate late Wednesday passed legislation creating an office to monitor what agencies charge to 

government-issued credit cards.

The Saving Federal Dollars Through Better Use of Government Purchase and Travel Cards Act of 

2015, introduced by Sen. Tom Carper (D-Del.) in June, passed by unanimous consent.

The bill directs the General Services Administration (GSA) to establish an Office of Federal Charge 

Card Analytics and Review (OFCCAR) that will be charged with improving the use and oversight of 

purchases made by federal agencies and programs.

Disposal: Large, expensive... and after five years, usually trash (GCN)
Supercomputers are the supermodels of the IT world – sought after, larger than life, high intensity and 

with a career lifespan of about five years. But when the younger, faster set plugs in, the old is out. And 

with everyone focused on the latest models (pun intended), do these expensive -- think multiyear 

contracts in the $50 million range -- and still-viable systems get put out with the trash?

News clips are produced by the Office of Communications and Marketing. For questions or to add news stories we may 

have missed, contact Matthew Burrell, matthew.burrell@gsa.gov.
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Subject: Re: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015
Date: Wed, 30 Dec 2015 13:00:23 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
Cc: Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Lisa 

Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+RNAdqUdBNEg67faG57obtSAp_LcaFkqGEXHschg-X2riJNzQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4183cec74bb868c44220bdd06be0dac0

Hi Katy: 
 

We have been discussing this for some weeks now.  While the PEPCO-Exelon merger is in most respects 
a one-off event, the ground has been shifting on utility rate intervention cases.  Our folks have been 
preparing a white paper and we should be able to provide you with a pre-brief on Tuesday.

Regards,

Steve

On Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 12:46 PM, Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry, Tony and Steve, 

The meeting that the Administrator requested on Thursday on Pepco is to continue the discussion, while we are not up 
against a specific deadline, on what we are continuing to do to protect the Federal rate payer in this situation. 

Specifically, when/where are the places we can/should/shouldn't engage or weigh-in moving forward. 

I don't know if it exists, but if there is a timeline for past actions, and/or future opportunities that would be helpful 
prior to the meeting.  (examples - post-hearing briefs, DC government meetings...)

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Syretta Dyson - AC <syretta.dyson@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 10:39 AM 
Subject: Fwd: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015 
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov> 

Katy and Reggie,

Please see below.  I've received several out of office messages in response to my request for 
briefing materials.  I've copied alternative staff members, so I hope to received materials for 
Monday, January 4, 2015 by noon tomorrow.  If I have any issues attaining materials, I will 
reach out to you.

Thanks,

______________________________________________________ 
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Syretta E. Dyson 

Special Assistant to the Administrator, Office of the Administrator 

U.S. General Services Administration

Office Phone: 202-208-0104 
Cell Phone:  

Syretta.Dyson@gsa.gov

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Syretta Dyson - AC <syretta.dyson@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 10:36 AM 
Subject: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015 
To: Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, Kristi Irvin - B <kristen.irvin@gsa.gov>, Gerard Badorrek - B 
<gerard.badorrek@gsa.gov>, Emily Waechter - B <emily.waechter@gsa.gov>, Giancarlo Brizzi - M1 
<giancarlo.brizzi@gsa.gov>, Andrew McMahon - 9A <andrew.mcmahon@gsa.gov>, Kelly Paisley - ZC 
<kelly.paisley@gsa.gov>, Gita Stulberg - ZC <gita.stulberg@gsa.gov>, Antonia Harris - C 
<antonia.harris@gsa.gov>, Autumn Jones - C <autumn.jones@gsa.gov>, Andrei Chursov - AC 
<andrei.chursov@gsa.gov>, Jessica Hamilton - AC <jessica.hamilton@gsa.gov>, Michael Kerin - AC 
<michael.kerin@gsa.gov>, Marquis Liddell - P <marquis.liddell@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

Colleagues:

Listed below are the Administrator's meetings for next week that will require the preparation of 
briefing materials.  As always, all materials are DUE by 12:00 PM the day before the actual 
meeting takes place; however, materials for tomorrow are due noon today as a result of the 
Holiday.  Please send all materials directly to me.

MONDAY, JANUARY 4, 2015:(With the Holiday, all materials are due by Noon 
Tomorrow)

l 1:1 With Norm Dong (Greg Treml)

l Childcare Check-in with Denise (Kristi Irvin/Natalie Palugyai)

l Options for Future Benchmarking  (Andrew McMahon/GC)

l Trip Update:  Atlanta (OPE:  Kelly Paisely/Gita Stulberg)

TUESDAY, JANUARY 5, 2016:

l ACTION PLAN:  Strengthening Performance Management to Drive Outcomes (Natalie Palugyai/Autumn 
Jones) 

l Action Plan:  Optimized Workforce (Natalie Palugyai/Autumn Jones)

l Sustainability Update (Andrei Chursov/Kevin Kampschroer)

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 6, 2016:

l End of Year Taping (Daniel Kohns/COMMS)

l Five year Capital Plan: (Michael Kerin)

l PTT Restacking & Phase 2 Plans (Cynthia Metzler/Julie Eubank)

l GSA IT/Cyber Security (Note Prep for PMC Meeting)  (Lesley Briante/David Shive)

l FedScape Check-in (Tony Costa)

THURSDAY, JANUARY 7, 2016:

l Innovators Roundtable (agenda already received from Mat Stier)

l Pepco Merger Discussion (Barry Segal/Steve Sakach)

l Follow-up Discussion OCSIT bi-weekly check-in (Phaedra Chrousos/Andrew McMahon)

l FY15 Sustainability Performance (Andrie Chursov/Jessica Hamilton)

FRIDAY,JANUARY 8, 2016:

l PMC Meeting (David Shive/Lesley Briante)

l EC COMMS LAUNCH (Brett/Teressa)

l ASF Status Report (Emily Waechter)

Thanks,
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Subject: WAMU Article
Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 11:13:38 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <   John Tobey - LR 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve28vZ0WwngntzBTUGvW_iKguqyK9vOuLk2K4orA7ksksg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 224b06dc4f72e26c30cb781c73ae9eb7

Exelon Paid FreshPAC Chairman To Lobby D.C. Government About Merger 

By: Patrick Madden
December 16, 2015

1
comments

(AP Photo/Pablo Martinez Monsivais)

The chairman of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser (shown) was paid by Exelon to lobby city 
officials, records show.

Records show the head of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser was paid 

by Exelon to lobby city officials, raising new questions about the Bowser administration's handling of the 

proposedhigh-stakes merger between Pepco and Exelon.

The chairman of FreshPAC, Earl "Chico" Horton III, was hired by the power company on Sept. 30. That 

same week, the Bowser administration announced it would work with Exelon to reach a "settlement 

agreement" that would net a better deal for D.C., allowing the merger to move forward. Until then, Bowser 

had supported D.C. regulators' decision to reject the merger.

The controversial FreshPAC -  which was founded by close associates of Bowser -  was shut down in 

November amid concerns it was fostering a "pay-to-play" environment in the D.C. government. The outside 

group had beenraising unlimited funds thanks to a little-known provision in D.C. campaign law. Many of the 

group's donors were individuals or businesses that had ties to millions of dollars in city contracts. Other 

donors were appointed to boards and commissions by the Bowser administration.

Council member Mary Cheh, an outspoken critic of the merger, says she's stunned to learn Exelon hired the 

head of FreshPAC to lobby the District government.

"It feels sleazy and it erodes confidence in sense of good government," says Cheh.

An administrative official with knowledge of the negotiations says lobbyists weren't at the table during talks, 

but it's impossible to verify because the settlement was negotiated in secret.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin says he's "not aware" of any meetings Horton had with Bowser or 

members of her administration. He also defends the administration's handling of the merger and says 

Bowser "believes that the District's negotiated deal is in the best interest of residents and ratepayers."

"I'll leave it to others to play pundit," says Czin when asked about the criticism of Exelon hiring the PAC's 

chairman.

A search of D.C. lobbying records shows that Horton -  a supporter of Mayor Bowser -  and a lawyer at 

Graves, Horton, Askew & Jenkins LLC, had never been hired as a lobbyist before Exelon brought him 

onboard.

On his filing with D.C.'s Board of Ethics and Government Accountability, Horton writes that he was hired to 

lobby officials about the "Exelon - Pepco Holdings Incorporated Merger."
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Horton did not return phone calls or emails seeking comment.

The full details of Horton's lobbying efforts won't be known until January. D.C. only requires lobbyists to file 

activity reports twice a year. The document filed on Sept. 30 was a registration form.

Exelon declined to say how much it paid Horton for its lobbying efforts but added this statement:

"Like many corporations, Exelon engages consultants to educate policymakers and the public about the 
company's views and priorities. Naturally, we engaged consultants in the District to help us educate 
people about the enormous affordability, reliability and sustainability benefits our merger with Pepco 
will provide District residents and to help us understand their priorities. These activities are funded 
entirely by shareholder dollars."
While organizers shut down FreshPAC in November and returned money to donors, critics have continued 

to raise concerns about the connection between the pro-Bowser PAC and the Pepco-Exelon merger. For 

example, officials at both Pepco and Exelon refuse to answer whether anyone from FreshPAC tried to solicit 

contributions -  a point raised by several environmental activists at a D.C. Council roundtable held by Cheh 

earlier this week.

Cheh calls the lobbying connection between FreshPAC, Exelon and the Bowser administration "incestuous."

"Ordinary members of the public have little opportunity to really have their interests considered when all of 

the insiders and the corporate interests are at the table doling out benefits to one another while we stand on 

the sidelines hoping that a good decision is made," says Cheh.

But lobbying experts say it's hardly uncommon for people to be hired because of their access to lawmakers.

"This happens all the time," says Lee Drutman, senior fellow at New America (formerly the New America 

Foundation) and author of The Business of America is Lobbying. "A lot of lobbyists in Washington are hired 

because they have relationships with particular offices in Congress, the White House -  whatever it is," says 

Drutman. "They know how to get into see key decision makers and they also know what to say to key 

decision makers."

In early 2016, D.C.'s Public Service Commission will announce whether it approves the settlement deal and 

allows the merger to go forward.
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Subject: Re: WAMU Article
Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 12:51:39 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1aYGvxU5qknPmk4u3taiwF13=muT_73obkQ7=emz3-rw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 299e31911cf53221ea2cc9a0a2a2b601

John, 
 

Lariza is on vacation and I was in some meetings this morning.   That was quite an article.  

Ken 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 11:39 AM, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> wrote:

wow.  Thanks.  Are you guys in today? I was just up on 5 looking for you

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 11:13 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Exelon Paid FreshPAC Chairman To Lobby 
D.C. Government About Merger

By: Patrick Madden
December 16, 2015

1
comments

(AP Photo/Pablo Martinez Monsivais)

The chairman of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser (shown) was paid by Exelon to lobby city 
officials, records show.

Records show the head of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser was paid 

by Exelon to lobby city officials, raising new questions about the Bowser administration's handling of the 

proposedhigh-stakes merger between Pepco and Exelon.

The chairman of FreshPAC, Earl "Chico" Horton III, was hired by the power company on Sept. 30. That 

same week, the Bowser administration announced it would work with Exelon to reach a "settlement 

agreement" that would net a better deal for D.C., allowing the merger to move forward. Until then, Bowser 

had supported D.C. regulators' decision to reject the merger.

The controversial FreshPAC -  which was founded by close associates of Bowser -  was shut down in 
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November amid concerns it was fostering a "pay-to-play" environment in the D.C. government. The outside 

group had beenraising unlimited funds thanks to a little-known provision in D.C. campaign law. Many of the 

group's donors were individuals or businesses that had ties to millions of dollars in city contracts. Other 

donors were appointed to boards and commissions by the Bowser administration.

Council member Mary Cheh, an outspoken critic of the merger, says she's stunned to learn Exelon hired the 

head of FreshPAC to lobby the District government.

"It feels sleazy and it erodes confidence in sense of good government," says Cheh.

An administrative official with knowledge of the negotiations says lobbyists weren't at the table during talks, 

but it's impossible to verify because the settlement was negotiated in secret.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin says he's "not aware" of any meetings Horton had with Bowser or 

members of her administration. He also defends the administration's handling of the merger and says 

Bowser "believes that the District's negotiated deal is in the best interest of residents and ratepayers."

"I'll leave it to others to play pundit," says Czin when asked about the criticism of Exelon hiring the PAC's 

chairman.

A search of D.C. lobbying records shows that Horton -  a supporter of Mayor Bowser -  and a lawyer at 

Graves, Horton, Askew & Jenkins LLC, had never been hired as a lobbyist before Exelon brought him 

onboard.

On his filing with D.C.'s Board of Ethics and Government Accountability, Horton writes that he was hired to 

lobby officials about the "Exelon - Pepco Holdings Incorporated Merger."

Horton did not return phone calls or emails seeking comment.

The full details of Horton's lobbying efforts won't be known until January. D.C. only requires lobbyists to file 

activity reports twice a year. The document filed on Sept. 30 was a registration form.

Exelon declined to say how much it paid Horton for its lobbying efforts but added this statement:

"Like many corporations, Exelon engages consultants to educate policymakers and the public about the 
company's views and priorities. Naturally, we engaged consultants in the District to help us educate 
people about the enormous affordability, reliability and sustainability benefits our merger with Pepco 
will provide District residents and to help us understand their priorities. These activities are funded 
entirely by shareholder dollars."
While organizers shut down FreshPAC in November and returned money to donors, critics have continued 

to raise concerns about the connection between the pro-Bowser PAC and the Pepco-Exelon merger. For 

example, officials at both Pepco and Exelon refuse to answer whether anyone from FreshPAC tried to solicit 

contributions -  a point raised by several environmental activists at a D.C. Council roundtable held by Cheh 

earlier this week.

Cheh calls the lobbying connection between FreshPAC, Exelon and the Bowser administration "incestuous."

"Ordinary members of the public have little opportunity to really have their interests considered when all of 

the insiders and the corporate interests are at the table doling out benefits to one another while we stand on 

the sidelines hoping that a good decision is made," says Cheh.

But lobbying experts say it's hardly uncommon for people to be hired because of their access to lawmakers.

"This happens all the time," says Lee Drutman, senior fellow at New America (formerly the New America 

Foundation) and author of The Business of America is Lobbying. "A lot of lobbyists in Washington are hired 

because they have relationships with particular offices in Congress, the White House -  whatever it is," says 

Drutman. "They know how to get into see key decision makers and they also know what to say to key 

decision makers."

In early 2016, D.C.'s Public Service Commission will announce whether it approves the settlement deal and 

allows the merger to go forward.

--
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:06:15 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiV8bE-5n8Ds2iCeCqHp_OVHMeZhcU8U4_GZF8rk0+LwuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 230c455b75cc96ccc176d57b7f6d69f2

Michael, Thank you we will review it. 
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 4:01 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Just saw this message.

The Settlement Agreement references "equalization rates" apparently in a way that GSA requested.

The Testimony GSA provides should state that GSA appreciates that the Agreement addresses these 
rates in a manner consistent with GSA's request.

Please only include this text if what I provided above is correct/accurate. 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 3:14 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).  

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.
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On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: Re: WAMU Article
Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 11:39:31 -0500
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKjXLg3OHtn=FrUGVNohwoR8SuXPx-H-14fiRN63cki2HD3zrw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e796a3b22f7b8628065c9ecdf498a3fe

wow.  Thanks.  Are you guys in today? I was just up on 5 looking for you 
 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 11:13 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Exelon Paid FreshPAC Chairman To Lobby 
D.C. Government About Merger

By: Patrick Madden
December 16, 2015

1
comments

(AP Photo/Pablo Martinez Monsivais)

The chairman of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser (shown) was paid by Exelon to lobby city 
officials, records show.

Records show the head of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser was paid 

by Exelon to lobby city officials, raising new questions about the Bowser administration's handling of the 

proposedhigh-stakes merger between Pepco and Exelon.

The chairman of FreshPAC, Earl "Chico" Horton III, was hired by the power company on Sept. 30. That 

same week, the Bowser administration announced it would work with Exelon to reach a "settlement 

agreement" that would net a better deal for D.C., allowing the merger to move forward. Until then, Bowser 

had supported D.C. regulators' decision to reject the merger.

The controversial FreshPAC -  which was founded by close associates of Bowser -  was shut down in 

November amid concerns it was fostering a "pay-to-play" environment in the D.C. government. The outside 

group had beenraising unlimited funds thanks to a little-known provision in D.C. campaign law. Many of the 

group's donors were individuals or businesses that had ties to millions of dollars in city contracts. Other 

donors were appointed to boards and commissions by the Bowser administration.

Council member Mary Cheh, an outspoken critic of the merger, says she's stunned to learn Exelon hired the 

head of FreshPAC to lobby the District government.

"It feels sleazy and it erodes confidence in sense of good government," says Cheh.

An administrative official with knowledge of the negotiations says lobbyists weren't at the table during talks, 

but it's impossible to verify because the settlement was negotiated in secret.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin says he's "not aware" of any meetings Horton had with Bowser or 

members of her administration. He also defends the administration's handling of the merger and says 

Bowser "believes that the District's negotiated deal is in the best interest of residents and ratepayers."
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"I'll leave it to others to play pundit," says Czin when asked about the criticism of Exelon hiring the PAC's 

chairman.

A search of D.C. lobbying records shows that Horton -  a supporter of Mayor Bowser -  and a lawyer at 

Graves, Horton, Askew & Jenkins LLC, had never been hired as a lobbyist before Exelon brought him 

onboard.

On his filing with D.C.'s Board of Ethics and Government Accountability, Horton writes that he was hired to 

lobby officials about the "Exelon - Pepco Holdings Incorporated Merger."

Horton did not return phone calls or emails seeking comment.

The full details of Horton's lobbying efforts won't be known until January. D.C. only requires lobbyists to file 

activity reports twice a year. The document filed on Sept. 30 was a registration form.

Exelon declined to say how much it paid Horton for its lobbying efforts but added this statement:

"Like many corporations, Exelon engages consultants to educate policymakers and the public about the 
company's views and priorities. Naturally, we engaged consultants in the District to help us educate 
people about the enormous affordability, reliability and sustainability benefits our merger with Pepco 
will provide District residents and to help us understand their priorities. These activities are funded 
entirely by shareholder dollars."
While organizers shut down FreshPAC in November and returned money to donors, critics have continued 

to raise concerns about the connection between the pro-Bowser PAC and the Pepco-Exelon merger. For 

example, officials at both Pepco and Exelon refuse to answer whether anyone from FreshPAC tried to solicit 

contributions -  a point raised by several environmental activists at a D.C. Council roundtable held by Cheh 

earlier this week.

Cheh calls the lobbying connection between FreshPAC, Exelon and the Bowser administration "incestuous."

"Ordinary members of the public have little opportunity to really have their interests considered when all of 

the insiders and the corporate interests are at the table doling out benefits to one another while we stand on 

the sidelines hoping that a good decision is made," says Cheh.

But lobbying experts say it's hardly uncommon for people to be hired because of their access to lawmakers.

"This happens all the time," says Lee Drutman, senior fellow at New America (formerly the New America 

Foundation) and author of The Business of America is Lobbying. "A lot of lobbyists in Washington are hired 

because they have relationships with particular offices in Congress, the White House -  whatever it is," says 

Drutman. "They know how to get into see key decision makers and they also know what to say to key 

decision makers."

In early 2016, D.C.'s Public Service Commission will announce whether it approves the settlement deal and 

allows the merger to go forward.

--

This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
belonging to the sender which is legally privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Please do not forward this message without permission. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return e-mail and 
delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.   
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Subject: Re: WAMU Article
Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 13:41:03 -0500
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKjXLg3ZimpRwfhqKjWMLB9NZwCKs_+qJZWE+395Gg5cMokf5w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: b66b5d92fea11055464dae3301b1d051

Yes it was quite an article and I suppose there will be more to come.  Do you know your and Lariza's 
holiday schedules? I will be out 23-28th of Dec.   
 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 12:51 PM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

John,

Lariza is on vacation and I was in some meetings this morning.   That was quite an article.  

Ken 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 11:39 AM, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> wrote:

wow.  Thanks.  Are you guys in today? I was just up on 5 looking for you

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 11:13 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Exelon Paid FreshPAC Chairman To Lobby 
D.C. Government About Merger

By: Patrick Madden
December 16, 2015

1
comments

(AP Photo/Pablo Martinez Monsivais)

The chairman of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser (shown) was paid by Exelon to lobby city 
officials, records show.

Records show the head of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser was paid 
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by Exelon to lobby city officials, raising new questions about the Bowser administration's handling of the 

proposedhigh-stakes merger between Pepco and Exelon.

The chairman of FreshPAC, Earl "Chico" Horton III, was hired by the power company on Sept. 30. That 

same week, the Bowser administration announced it would work with Exelon to reach a "settlement 

agreement" that would net a better deal for D.C., allowing the merger to move forward. Until then, Bowser 

had supported D.C. regulators' decision to reject the merger.

The controversial FreshPAC -  which was founded by close associates of Bowser -  was shut down in 

November amid concerns it was fostering a "pay-to-play" environment in the D.C. government. The outside 

group had beenraising unlimited funds thanks to a little-known provision in D.C. campaign law. Many of the 

group's donors were individuals or businesses that had ties to millions of dollars in city contracts. Other 

donors were appointed to boards and commissions by the Bowser administration.

Council member Mary Cheh, an outspoken critic of the merger, says she's stunned to learn Exelon hired the 

head of FreshPAC to lobby the District government.

"It feels sleazy and it erodes confidence in sense of good government," says Cheh.

An administrative official with knowledge of the negotiations says lobbyists weren't at the table during talks, 

but it's impossible to verify because the settlement was negotiated in secret.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin says he's "not aware" of any meetings Horton had with Bowser or 

members of her administration. He also defends the administration's handling of the merger and says 

Bowser "believes that the District's negotiated deal is in the best interest of residents and ratepayers."

"I'll leave it to others to play pundit," says Czin when asked about the criticism of Exelon hiring the PAC's 

chairman.

A search of D.C. lobbying records shows that Horton -  a supporter of Mayor Bowser -  and a lawyer at 

Graves, Horton, Askew & Jenkins LLC, had never been hired as a lobbyist before Exelon brought him 

onboard.

On his filing with D.C.'s Board of Ethics and Government Accountability, Horton writes that he was hired to 

lobby officials about the "Exelon - Pepco Holdings Incorporated Merger."

Horton did not return phone calls or emails seeking comment.

The full details of Horton's lobbying efforts won't be known until January. D.C. only requires lobbyists to file 

activity reports twice a year. The document filed on Sept. 30 was a registration form.

Exelon declined to say how much it paid Horton for its lobbying efforts but added this statement:

"Like many corporations, Exelon engages consultants to educate policymakers and the public about the 
company's views and priorities. Naturally, we engaged consultants in the District to help us educate 
people about the enormous affordability, reliability and sustainability benefits our merger with Pepco 
will provide District residents and to help us understand their priorities. These activities are funded 
entirely by shareholder dollars."
While organizers shut down FreshPAC in November and returned money to donors, critics have continued 

to raise concerns about the connection between the pro-Bowser PAC and the Pepco-Exelon merger. For 

example, officials at both Pepco and Exelon refuse to answer whether anyone from FreshPAC tried to solicit 

contributions -  a point raised by several environmental activists at a D.C. Council roundtable held by Cheh 

earlier this week.

Cheh calls the lobbying connection between FreshPAC, Exelon and the Bowser administration "incestuous."

"Ordinary members of the public have little opportunity to really have their interests considered when all of 

the insiders and the corporate interests are at the table doling out benefits to one another while we stand on 

the sidelines hoping that a good decision is made," says Cheh.

But lobbying experts say it's hardly uncommon for people to be hired because of their access to lawmakers.

"This happens all the time," says Lee Drutman, senior fellow at New America (formerly the New America 

Foundation) and author of The Business of America is Lobbying. "A lot of lobbyists in Washington are hired 

because they have relationships with particular offices in Congress, the White House -  whatever it is," says 

Drutman. "They know how to get into see key decision makers and they also know what to say to key 

decision makers."

In early 2016, D.C.'s Public Service Commission will announce whether it approves the settlement deal and 

allows the merger to go forward.

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:01:26 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dQOJDomYooArS6cRvwpEzrtxSh4KQajgcBoQqXyk-9FPQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0caf556429e2fc969ac8f85425b8487d

Just saw this message. 
 

The Settlement Agreement references "equalization rates" apparently in a way that GSA requested.

The Testimony GSA provides should state that GSA appreciates that the Agreement addresses these 
rates in a manner consistent with GSA's request.

Please only include this text if what I provided above is correct/accurate. 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 3:14 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).  

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.
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The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject:
Date: Wed, 28 Oct 2015 17:40:16 -0400
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
To: Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKjXLg1wy82jd6SjtexMkpiQ7EYNwiKK9QF8Ym9W=EpCUTUQ=A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9cfdc60003955114fdadf0d8b3d8b539

ATTORNEY CLIENT PRIVILEGED AND  WORK PRODUCT. DO NOT FORWARD WITHOUT PERMISSION OF 
THE UNDERSIGNED. 

After a synopsis of what has occurred, here are some action items that I propose moving forward on the Exelon/Pepco 
Merger Proceeding (No 1119) before the DC Public Service Commission (PSC).

By way of background, Exelon, Pepco, and their affiliates initiated a merger, which requires approval by the PSC.  In 
August of this year, the PSC denied the merger on the basis that it was not in the public's interest.  My understanding is 
that in addition to several other issues the PSC had with the merger, one of the main issues raised by the PSC was that 
there was an inherent conflict of interest created by the merger related to the combined entity being both a generator 
and distributor of electricity.  

Subsequently, the DC Government, through the Mayor, met with Pepco/Exelon representatives in a meeting that was 
not open to the public.  As a result of those meetings, the DC and Pepco/Exleon reached an Agreement, ("Settlement 
Agreement") whereby DC had extracted concessions from Pepco/Exelon with a value that has been reported to be 
around $70MM.  The concessions related to items that would be given include moving corporate offices from Chicago 
to DC as well as concessions made to certain classes of ratepayers.  GSA was not among the classes of ratepayers 
receiving concessions.  It must be noted that various national publications noted dubious circumstances surrounding 
this agreement, which was kept out of the public's eye. 

Various stakeholders, including entities representing certain classes of ratepayers, signed olff this Agreement.  
However, GSA was not a party to this agreement.  Moreover, GSA personnel have identified that the terms of the 
Settlement Agreement may have a financial impact on the Federal Government and the American Taxpayer vis-a-vis 
GSA receiving higher utility bills for federal agencies.  One reason for this is that, in a nutshell, a concession granted to 
one class of ratepayers must be shouldered by the remaining ratepayers.  

Equipped with the Settlement Agreement, Pepco/Exelon and their affiliates, (the Joint Parties) moved to have the PSC 
approve the merger.  Of note is that there is an open question as to whether the approval of the merger now had to 
occur under the framework of a new proceeding or whether merger could be approved in existing proceeding (No. 
1119) by reopening the record.  One reason for this is that the PSC had already denied the merger in No 1119, which 
may warrant an entirely new proceeding instead of taking a mulligan, as in golf.  At any rate, the Joint Parties moved to 
have the PSC approve the merger in the current proceeding and under a time frame that was rather limited (150 days). 
 

Various parties opposed the Joint Parties' Motion.  GSA objected to the motion because the timeframe set forth by the 
Joint Parties deprived GSA of the meaningful opportunity to ascertain the financial impact the terms of the Settlement 
Agreement will effect GSA, and in turn, the American taxpayer.  It must be noted that under normal circumstances, it 
takes additional time to conduct due diligence and exchange information between parties and then prepare testimony 
for the PSC to consider in evaluating the merits of the Settlement Agreement upon which they are being asked to 
approve the merger. Additionally, it mist also be noted that GSA objected to the review of the Settlement Agreement 
being conducted under Proceeding No 1119.  The reason is because starting a new proceeding would permit the 
community to participate in the review of the Settlement Agreement, which affects many members of the public.  

On October 28, the PSC agreed to reopen the record to consider the terms of the Settlement Agreement and agreed to 
do so on a timeline that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to review the impact the Settlement 
Agreement.  As a result of this timeline, GSA will likely not have sufficient time to conduct basic due diligence to 
ascertain the impact the terms of the Settlement Agreement will have on GSA.  Nor will GSA even be afforded the 
opportunity to present any such findings for the PSC to consider.  In sum, by granting the applicable parts of the Joint 
Parties' motion, the PSC has created a situation in which the terms of the Settlement Agreement will be rushed 
through to approval without anyone knowing what impact it will have on the community and without the PSC having 
taken an informed decision on the merits of the Settlement Agreement.  

One open issue pertains to whether the PSC's disposition of how they are going to deal with the Settlement Agreement 
violates their rules and procedures (See 15-130).  One concern is that the way the PSC has handled the proceeding is 
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that GSA, as a non-signatory of the Settlement Agreement, may be deprived of an opportunity to have its concerns 
considered by the PSC (this appears to be due because non-signatories are only being  allowed to file briefs and not 
testimony under the status quo set forth by the PSC's decision today).  

I advise the following action items:

1. Ascertain whether the PSC has violated its rules in how they are dealing with the Settlement Agreement.

2. Ascertain whether there is a remedy for the PSC not following its own rules, be it consideration, a writ of mandamus, 
or whatnot

3. Ascertain whether DOJ needs to be involved.

4. Be mindful of the fact that we may be in the midst of a political controversy that could have far-reaching implications 
for the Agency.  It is recommended that political sensitivity of this issue be escalated to the necessary levels in GSA.  

Thank you

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
belonging to the sender which is legally privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Please do not forward this message without permission. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return e-mail and 
delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.   
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Subject: Exelon/Pepco Merger Action Items
Date: Wed, 28 Oct 2015 17:33:04 -0400
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Catherine Crow - LR <catherine.crow@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKjXLg1kWtTeAty=U7e_O=Rm1fd0N=ebt_i=J+vpb4z7BrgVqA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8973355b70d4fbb588a67a31902f0694

ATTORNEY CLIENT PRIVILEGED AND  WORK PRODUCT. DO NOT FORWARD WITHOUT PERMISSION OF 
THE UNDERSIGNED. 

After a synopsis of what has occurred, here are some action items that I propose moving forward on 
the Exelon/Pepco Merger Proceeding (No 1119) before the DC Public Service Commission (PSC).

By way of background, Exelon, Pepco, and their affiliates initiated a merger, which requires approval by 
the PSC.  In August of this year, the PSC denied the merger on the basis that it was not in the public's 
interest.  My understanding is that in addition to several other issues the PSC had with the merger, one 
of the main issues raised by the PSC was that there was an inherent conflict of interest created by the 
merger related to the combined entity being both a generator and distributor of electricity.  

Subsequently, the DC Government, through the Mayor, met with Pepco/Exelon representatives in a 
meeting that was not open to the public.  As a result of those meetings, the DC and Pepco/Exleon 
reached an Agreement, ("Settlement Agreement") whereby DC had extracted concessions from 
Pepco/Exelon with a value that has been reported to be around $70MM.  The concessions related to 
items that would be given include moving corporate offices from Chicago to DC as well as concessions 
made to certain classes of ratepayers.  GSA was not among the classes of ratepayers receiving 
concessions.  It must be noted that various national publications noted dubious circumstances 
surrounding this agreement, which was kept out of the public's eye. 

Various stakeholders, including entities representing certain classes of ratepayers, signed olff this 
Agreement.  However, GSA was not a party to this agreement.  Moreover, GSA personnel have 
identified that the terms of the Settlement Agreement may have a financial impact on the Federal 
Government and the American Taxpayer vis-a-vis GSA receiving higher utility bills for federal agencies.  
One reason for this is that, in a nutshell, a concession granted to one class of ratepayers must be 
shouldered by the remaining ratepayers.  

Equipped with the Settlement Agreement, Pepco/Exelon and their affiliates, (the Joint Parties) moved 
to have the PSC approve the merger.  Of note is that there is an open question as to whether the 
approval of the merger now had to occur under the framework of a new proceeding or whether merger 
could be approved in existing proceeding (No. 1119) by reopening the record.  One reason for this is 
that the PSC had already denied the merger in No 1119, which may warrant an entirely new proceeding 
instead of taking a mulligan, as in golf.  At any rate, the Joint Parties moved to have the PSC approve 
the merger in the current proceeding and under a time frame that was rather limited (150 days).  

Various parties opposed the Joint Parties' Motion.  GSA objected to the motion because the timeframe 
set forth by the Joint Parties deprived GSA of the meaningful opportunity to ascertain the financial 
impact the terms of the Settlement Agreement will effect GSA, and in turn, the American taxpayer.  It 
must be noted that under normal circumstances, it takes additional time to conduct due diligence and 
exchange information between parties and then prepare testimony for the PSC to consider in 
evaluating the merits of the Settlement Agreement upon which they are being asked to approve the 
merger. Additionally, it mist also be noted that GSA objected to the review of the Settlement 
Agreement being conducted under Proceeding No 1119.  The reason is because starting a new 
proceeding would permit the community to participate in the review of the Settlement Agreement, 
which affects many members of the public.  
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On October 28, the PSC agreed to reopen the record to consider the terms of the Settlement 
Agreement and agreed to do so on a timeline that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to 
review the impact the Settlement Agreement.  As a result of this timeline, GSA will likely not have 
sufficient time to conduct basic due diligence to ascertain the impact the terms of the Settlement 
Agreement will have on GSA.  Nor will GSA even be afforded the opportunity to present any such 
findings for the PSC to consider.  In sum, by granting the applicable parts of the Joint Parties' motion, 
the PSC has created a situation in which the terms of the Settlement Agreement will be rushed through 
to approval without anyone knowing what impact it will have on the community and without the PSC 
having taken an informed decision on the merits of the Settlement Agreement.  --

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
belonging to the sender which is legally privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Please do not forward this message without permission. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return e-mail and 
delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.   
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Subject: Fwd: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:52:15 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dR3oHUUu52HPX==XJgwT2c_MtUYWMZgcgUCLu5JOc+-gQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2972d48c4f4a36b7484721fb9758d5cc

Please call in.---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:sae.cho@gsa.gov
mailto:adam.neufeld@gsa.gov
mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
mailto:reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov
mailto:lisa.austin@gsa.gov
mailto:nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov
mailto:brett.prather@gsa.gov
mailto:norman.dong@gsa.gov
mailto:gregg.treml@gsa.gov
mailto:stephen.sakach@gsa.gov
mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov
mailto:barry.segal@gsa.gov
mailto:adam.neufeld@gsa.gov
mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 15:14:16 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUbKqRJJJ8+fTdiPB+qmT_0VEbK9X--xZsu9ooanHsJNA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3aee9d06a32daad3d29ee9d6f642bf3d

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).   
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
mailto:sae.cho@gsa.gov
mailto:adam.neufeld@gsa.gov
mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
mailto:reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov
mailto:lisa.austin@gsa.gov
mailto:nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov
mailto:brett.prather@gsa.gov
mailto:norman.dong@gsa.gov
mailto:gregg.treml@gsa.gov
mailto:stephen.sakach@gsa.gov
mailto:tony.costa@gsa.gov
mailto:barry.segal@gsa.gov
mailto:adam.neufeld@gsa.gov
mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
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Subject: revised settlement provisions
Date: Mon, 09 Nov 2015 16:36:32 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <1D24FEB6BB1F41EC862E6B17323AD7F4@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 3465f9b42cc8a34808c35a6aad9649f4
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Nov 9 2015.doc 

pls see attachment.  i suggest that LL indicate in his reply to Meir that these provisions constitute GSA's response to 
Meir's 11/6/15 letter proposal, and that GSA has deleted Pepco's proposed item dealing with GSA's position re the 

DDOT surcharge, about which GSA is currently communicating with the DC Government.     
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Re: revised settlement provisions
Date: Mon, 9 Nov 2015 16:52:47 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3-z8w82DxyrN2RpromEzwBr9-Z9CE1dv-3cBLmcOkrPw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e6c175e9a1562864e10f3bc7e2878cc6
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Nov 9 2015 KS edits.doc 

All, 
 

The changes look good to me.  I have made 2 minor changes.  Would like some way in #1 to try to 
include AOC in the mix.  They are keenly aware of this issue and would like some protections if we can 
get them.  They are an important client as you can imagine.

Ken

On Mon, Nov 9, 2015 at 4:36 PM, Dennis Goins < wrote:

pls see attachment.  i suggest that LL indicate in his reply to Meir that these provisions constitute GSA's response 
to Meir's 11/6/15 letter proposal, and that GSA has deleted Pepco's proposed item dealing with GSA's position re 

the DDOT surcharge, about which GSA is currently communicating with the DC Government.  

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 07:59:59 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <C3E737CD308A42CD802F5E839FBF3F7B@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: ccc6570f8bd59da9e522a68221268063
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

pls see attachment.    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: merger
Date: Wed, 28 Oct 2015 20:31:19 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <DC6CB10B6EDA4824A1163662496CC078@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 4f26064a40404b03b520fd79b84e8298
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

pls see attachment    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 21:26:36 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Cc: Stephen Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dRByn1CU3+R=zw4cPBqjqGOZ9R20uxft5sAXqR1GP7+vg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 32757581b52a1138e42df9f461067867
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Please let me know what you think.---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Kenneth Shutika - PMAA" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 16, 2015 1:17 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Mark Ewing - PMAA" 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 21:51:29 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: tony.costa@gsa.gov
Cc: ken.shutika@gsa.gov, lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <-2936732198660365471@unknownmsgid>
MD5: b9ea62e0463cac7c97bc56f576fad584
Attachments: NoName_1 ; GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

There was one additional edit from Michael.  I am up in Region 1, but should be available for a phone 
call if you need to recommend changes.  Also fine with you contacting Ken or Lariza directly 

Sent from my iPhone 
Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date: November 16, 2015 at 9:49:20 AM EST 
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1

Hi, Here is the first draft for your review.  Lariza

. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 09:10:45 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3DiMzs4ZuYAco0pjCRjXagrTXhWaYoQtPSJzKcZWCYwQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7788133eca15a2f0a39ad42c38969cb6
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 7:59 AM 
Subject: FC1119 draft1 
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 

 
pls see attachment.

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 09:49:20 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVZqh0mTTTv1fkFkL_twwFfUAxSnoNjXRLqLcGQFKLaCw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9e4a850aeae860ad6e8eccc2c4d8e832
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

Hi, Here is the first draft for your review.  Lariza 

. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: revisions
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:33 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVdsa9707bY1+jd3TmwxEjqnLXjZBmJ3Qf_mkfHbiOhOA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: c41925704eb2cc5ed586ec2b1b35bb9b
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt9a.doc 

Michael,  here is the latest version.  

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: For today's 9 am meeting
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 06:57:39 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: stephen.sakach@gsa.gov, Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CABVpc59iF-mDdz4PV+oZNrjw=J5Y+XAqy87j2fx_povaTP_OiA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 03d797ce7f2742ea13a6d6c14dccb6b3
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

Attached is the  Economic Impact analysis for your review.  Lariza  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Peter,

Thank you. I will discuss your comments with the Energy Division, and respond once we have 
reviewed the letter.

Regards,

Leonard

On Fri, Nov 6, 2015 at 2:06 PM, <Peter.Meier@pepcoholdings.com> wrote:
Hi Leonard:

I can provide a few preliminary responses.

1.  Regarding changes to the RPS, there is already a pending bill to make further changes.  Attached below is a 
copy.  We are not planning at this time to take a public position, but in any event, because of the importance of 

environmental issues to the community, we cannot make a commitment on our position.

2.  With respect to the other terms, we propose to send to you a letter that would evidence our intentions, but 
with some changes from your write up.  As we mentioned on our call on Wednesday, the Settlement Agreement 
cannot be amended to incorporate these terms.  The letter, although a public document when signed, would not 

be submitted to the Commission for approval.

3.  We would like to include a commitment that GSA would work with us to evaluate further whether the DC PLUG 
DDOT Surcharge represents a fee for services and not a tax (and thus can be permissibly imposed on the Federal 
government).  At the very least, we would like to have you consider a memorandum that we have prepared that 

explains the basis for our position and provide a written response.

Please let us know your thoughts.

We will target to get you the letter on Monday or Tuesday.

Thank you.

Peter

Peter E. Meier 
Vice President, Legal Services 
Pepco Holdings, Inc. 
701 9th St, NW 
Washington, DC  20068
peter.meier@pepcoholdings.com

202-872-2953 

703-615-3654 (cell)

From:        Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 
To:        "peter.meier@pepcoholdings.com" <Peter.Meier@pepcoholdings.com>, 
Cc:        Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, 
"WEStark@pepcoholdings.com" <WEStark@pepcoholdings.com>, "paul.bonney@exeloncorp.com" 

<paul.bonney@exeloncorp.com>, wmgausman@pepco.com, kevin.mcgowan@pepcoholdings.com 
Date:        11/06/2015 02:04 PM 

Subject:        Re: CONFIDENTIAL Draft; For Settlement Purposes Only

Peter, 

Do you have an idea of when the Company may be responding to GSA's proposed settlement 
terms? 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: FC1119 testimony edits
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 11:34:22 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1Ak6wtOBTLKWVu-01TwstDpKuMRXWtNAyojzUOzKGCaw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3d62a7c80fc473bbcd3ebba423547ba5
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Dennis, 
 

Attached are my relatively minor edits.  I did not edit CIF on page 5 line 11 as I assumed that you were 
quoting from the Commission ruling.  Otherwise you would want to spell it out as you did on page 6.  
For my lay persons mind, the impact of the proposed all customer 2 year rate freeze on the other CIF 
areas is something that we will get questions on.  Also, do you have an estimate of how much an all 
customer rate freeze costs/is worth?  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: final revised draft
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 15:03:00 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <09E7E8BCF7F24923AC1CFBC440A23738@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: ab87442ba27f1e90eaabb802e2632f02
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt11a.doc 

1. this is the final draft    

2. call w/ any changes 

  

3. i'll be sending LL the final pdf w/s signed affidavit by 3:30, so pls get any changes you want to me by then, 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 13:16:52 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3c7CApKGBiqX494KOF62+u0aj0J1Tpt905HnkyqVzG=A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0b73f20fad3a04253df3e3d2b0c724f6
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Michael, 
 

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: revisions
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:24:04 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <74711B4495B54CF9ACAF2DCB97A9DF0D@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: bc3cae2038ed062c359f187b77d7091c
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt9a.doc 

this version reflects latest revisions based on discussion w/ LL at 2.    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Inside story: How clean energy activists blew up Exelon-Pepco merger
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 2015 08:55:45 -0400
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <   John Tobey - LR 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <-7636356668911513304@unknownmsgid>
MD5: c250d9fdcefd505a4442abc72c02cffc

I do not believe many saw that coming, but when Rich an I met with DC Government they seemed more 
hopeful than I would have believed.  

Sent from my iPhone 
On Aug 27, 2015, at 8:53 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Heather,

Thank you.  I am still surprised at the ruling.  

Ken

On Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 8:30 AM, Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov> wrote:

Not sure if you all saw this article or not.

501-0529

(cell)

(202) 501-1944 fax

 

 

 
phone or return email and destroy the 

original email message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org>
Date: Wed, Aug 26, 2015 at 5:50 PM 
Subject: Inside story: How clean energy activists blew up Exelon-Pepco merger 
To: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org> 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/08/26/3695037/exelon-pepco-
merger/?utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=cptop3

CLIMATE
The Inside Story Of How D.C. Blew Up A $6.8 Billion Utility Merger Over Renewable Energy
BY RYAN KORONOWSKI  AUG 26, 2015 1:05PM

CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.

Share232
Tweet101
In a move that shocked both industry observers and grassroots clean energy advocates, the 
Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
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“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at 
a time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
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Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
TAGS 

l DC

l Exelon

l Pepco

l Renewable Energy

l Utilities

l Washington

--

Mike Tidwell

Director

Chesapeake Climate Action Network

240-460-5838
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Subject: Fwd: meeting at GSA
Date: Fri, 27 Feb 2015 17:58:05 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG 

<scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWCyB-NiDKTtUfL_dZfKs80oeCkB+P2cORw=G8eR2WWcA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 059f84827229a3a983d629584479960a
Attachments: Mark.Chambers.Testimony.AsFiled[1].pdf ; Exhibit __ DCG (A)-2 Conditions [1].pdf ; DC 

Conditions.docx 

Hi Tony, 

The documents attached are the testimony,and set of conditions filed by DC DGS on Exelon-/Pepco 
merger testimony. 

As Ken mentioned in his email,  Zach met with us last Wednesday, talked about their position in the 
merger case and forwarded their testimony to us.

  

The documents attached are public, and are posted in the DC PUC website.  

DC DGS conditions are in the doc title Exhibit DCG A-2.

Take a look on page 1 line 20  -- III. Market competition conditions section.  Several of the items in this 
section are overreaching.  

We have not file comments on behalf of GSA, and we made a decision early on in the case  not take a 
public position on the merger.

We have been part of settlement meetings with the company, and we have outline areas of interest 
and/or concern for GSA and the Federal executive agencies in DC and MD.

We look forward to meeting with you next week to discuss GSA's position, and interest in this case.  

Have a wonderful weekend.

Lariza 

Lariza Sepulveda

Energy Division

GSA Central Office

1800 F Street NW

Washington, DC 20010

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov>
Date: Fri, Feb 27, 2015 at 11:42 AM 
Subject: Re: meeting at GSA 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

http://dc.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273_ken.shutika@gsa.gov_0

Hi Lariza and Ken – It was great to meet you both and further discuss some of our complimentary 
efforts. I had a great conversation with Tony Costas, Scott Macrae, and Joe Eberly (from the HOTD) 
yesterday as well. I believe we have multiple efforts where working together and sharing information 
could benefit us, our clients, and taxpayers generally. On that note, please let me know when you all 
would like to discuss our approach for DC’s solar RFP/PPA. I’d also appreciate any contacts you 
referenced for block+index procurement and strategy, and how that’s worked outside of the sub 
account approach. Tony is interested in exploring/utilizing the DER-CAM model for the HOTD, so I’ll be 
sure to loop you all in as that conversation moves forward. Its great to know you all better and I’m 
looking forward to collaborating more often.

Also, for reference, I’ve attached a two-page summary “Conditions" document and the related publicly 
filed Exhibits on the Exelon acquisition of Pepco. The exhibits provide detailed information and broad 
context for whats on record with the PSC and DC’s/DGS’ public position. The summary is a quick and 
simple resource for what we requested to make this in the public interest. Thanks again, and have a 
great weekend.

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009

202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Thursday, February 26, 2015 at 3:55 PM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Cc:  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Subject:  Re: meeting at GSA

Hi Zach,

Thank you for stopping by at our head quarters.  It was great to meet in person and learn about 

DC GS energy related initiatives.

Let's continue the conversation.

Best regards

Lariza Sepulveda

On Wed, Feb 25, 2015 at 12:15 PM, Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> wrote:

Ok, great, I’ll see you at 2. Thanks!

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009
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202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Wednesday, February 25, 2015 at 12:14 PM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Subject:  Re: meeting at GSA

2 pm works.  I have a meeting that starts 3pm

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 25, 2015, at 12:05 PM, Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> wrote: 

Hi Lariza – Does 2:00 or 2:30 work? Thanks.

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009

202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Wednesday, February 25, 2015 at 9:21 AM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Subject:  meeting at GSA

Hi Zach,

Let me know if meeting at 1:30 pm at our HQ  still works for you.

Our address is 1800 F street NW.  We can continue the conversation on merger case, micro grids in dc 
etc.

Lariza Sepulveda

GSA

Energy Division

--  
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Subject: Fwd: Commission Order No. 17947
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 2015 15:09:31 -0500
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <   Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>,  
Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAJR8MYsB34tQUk8DP4p-5+uFzU4fkisZm7weAAJ_ah3Nyf8FuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ee4fb6d5a9a9403b191537bf67ebb3a4
Attachments: orderno_17947_FC1119 (1).pdf 

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Carmen (PSC) <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>
Date: Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 3:07 PM 
Subject: Commission Order No. 17947 
To: "abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com" <abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com>, 
"bgreene@greenehurlocker.com" <bgreene@greenehurlocker.com>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "carolyn@carolynelefant.com" <carolyn@carolynelefant.com>, 
"charak@nclc.org" <charak@nclc.org>, " <
"ffrancis@aoba-metro.org" <ffrancis@aoba-metro.org>, "jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com" 
<jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com>, "kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com" 
<kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com>, "ldaniels@opc-dc.gov" <ldaniels@opc-dc.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "  <  
"nancy.white@squirepb.com" <nancy.white@squirepb.com>, "owein@nclc.org" <owein@nclc.org>, 
"randy.hayman@dcwater.com" <randy.hayman@dcwater.com>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" 
<RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, "Richard Lorenzo (rlorenzo@loeb.com)" <rlorenzo@loeb.com> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Ahern, Veronica (PSC)" 
<vahern@psc.dc.gov>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, "Herskovitz, Richard (PSC)" 
<RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov>, "Berry, Craig (PSC)" <cberry@psc.dc.gov>, "Shelley, Naza (PSC)" 
<Naza.Shelley@dc.gov>, "Didigu, Kellie (PSC)" <kdidigu@psc.dc.gov>, "Smith, Maurice (PSC)" 
<msmith@psc.dc.gov> 

 

All Parties,

Attached please find Commission Order No. 17947, issued in FC 1119, dated August 27, 2015.

 

Thank you,

 

Carmen Davis

Regulatory Docket Manager 
Office of the Commission Secretary 
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
1325 G Street N.W. Suite 800 | Washington, D.C. 20005 
202-626-5101 Office | 202-393-1389 Fax 
cdavis@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org  

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this electronic message and any attachments to this 
message are intended for the exclusive use of  the addressee(s) because the message (and any attachments) may 
contain conf idential or privileged information. If  you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender 
immediately and destroy all copies of  this message and any attachments.  

 

 

 

From: Davis, Carmen (PSC) 
Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2015 8:03 PM 
To: 'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'; 'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'; Caldwell, Brian (OAG); 
'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'; 'charak@nclc.org'; 'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'; 
'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'; 'kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com'; 'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'; 
'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'; '  'nancy.white@squirepb.com'; 'owein@nclc.org'; 
'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'; Beverly, Richard (PSC); Richard Lorenzo (rlorenzo@loeb.com) 
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Cc: Westbrook, Brinda (PSC); Ahern, Veronica (PSC); Beverly, Richard (PSC); Herskovitz, Richard (PSC); Berry, Craig 
(PSC); Shelley, Naza (PSC); Didigu, Kellie (PSC) 
Subject: Notice regarding the Commission's Order in FC 1119

 

All,

 
Please be advised that the Commission's Order in FC 1119 will be posted on its website on Thursday, 

August 27, 2015.  We apologize for any inconvenience.

 

Thank you,

 

Carmen Davis

Regulatory Docket Manager 
Office of the Commission Secretary 
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
1325 G Street N.W. Suite 800 | Washington, D.C. 20005 
202-626-5101 Office | 202-393-1389 Fax 
cdavis@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org  

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this electronic message and any attachments to this 
message are intended for the exclusive use of  the addressee(s) because the message (and any attachments) may 
contain conf idential or privileged information. If  you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender 
immediately and destroy all copies of  this message and any attachments.  

 

 

 

--

The matters in this electronic mail are intended only for the use of the addressee unless otherwise

indicated in the text. This e-mail and other communications in the "string" pertain to requesting or receiving 

the advice of counsel on legal matters and contain the mental impressions and work product of the attorney. 

Disclosure to third parties by anyone other than the client is not authorized. This material is protected by the 

attorney/client privilege and the attorney work product doctrine.
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Subject: FC1119 final
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:08:01 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <973BA3CEBA5D462BA141DE70F1BCCF6C@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 25889cb3e2681617a7fca0cc587718c7
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

pls see attachment    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:12:23 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve2FAqQ+uTCKfLn0iBDu9EQ2tjbSoEikvvjzhS7kb+WEDA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 463cb2b078c1e66ba1f923e2f408a5f4
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Michael, 
 

Attached is the final version of the testimony per suggested revisions.  See Page 15 for revised 
statement on microgrids.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 
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A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject: Fwd: FC1119 final
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 17:55:43 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVuUWDFd6YraaezOQ7+gmR=8TFmDSGCdUf_fgUf2Q12Kw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d94428037110d2d5239ef6c9a3661c22
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Steve,  attached is the final draft of the testimony  we were going to file today on behalf of GSA on FC 
1119.  We were waiting on final approval to file and Michael informed us that it was a no go.  We had a 
meeting with Michael Gelbert around 5 :10  and  he explained  the reasons.  He did a good job but 
ultimately it is then agency's decision.  We appreciate all the support we got through this process.  
Regards Lariza 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 
Subject: FC1119 final 
To: Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

pls see attachment 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:08:11 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 

<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - 
LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>,  Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - 
PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve3E2_oGVmiKjROXcyQ4yE5Mavt0gkq=B0kRgTMv-90azg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 38de32f15e373db8dc506f2316d99a86
Attachments: GSA _Initial Comments Re FC1130 Order17192-2015-08-31-final (2).pdf ; MEDSISKick-

OffGSAPresentationOct (1).pptx 

Michael, 
 

We are revising the testimony per instructions on microgrids.  We should have it any minute.  We had 
to clarify comments with our rate consultant expert.  Part of our statement will include a reference to 
GSA's previous comments and presentation to the Commission on FC1130 on the future of DC's energy 
systems in the past few months.  GSA has recommended that barriers to microgrids be removed and 
policies in support of microgrids should be developed.  So GSA is on record as being supportive of 
microgrids in Washington, DC.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:
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GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject: FC 1119 12-3-15 cross transcript
Date: Sat, 05 Dec 2015 03:17:21 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <7336516D3F8F499F854CB9D44DC083DF@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 46643a28228979166c9b82fda66ede06
Attachments: cdavis_1242015_116_1_Formal_Case_No__1119_(Volume_II)__12-03-2015.pdf ; 2015-

NJ-order approve-Exelon PHI merger-2-11-15-2L.pdf 

see the attached 12/3/15 transcript at pages (pdf page nos.) 125 (Oliver - rate shock plus Commission comment), 
129 (Oliver - rate shock), 141 (Oliver - microgrids - he says nothing), and 144 (Oliver - no direct benefit to 
commercial customers - not contradicted in either 12/2 or 12/3 transcripts).  you should be able to see my 

highligts.     
also see Kane cross of OPC at 87-88 where OPC admits that it will not commit to supporting ending negative class 

RORs (see Par 48 fo the settlement). 

  
re direct commercial benefits in DE and NJ settlements: (1) DE settlement included no direct benefits, but there 
were no commercial/industrial nonresidential customer signatories to the settlement; (2) NJ settlement  and order 

(see attached at 34) said CIF should be distributed among all customers, not just residential. 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Re: WAMU Article
Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 12:51:39 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1aYGvxU5qknPmk4u3taiwF13=muT_73obkQ7=emz3-rw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9dfd2b9899e0a955b47e516d7f48d1aa

John, 
 

Lariza is on vacation and I was in some meetings this morning.   That was quite an article.  

Ken 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 11:39 AM, John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov> wrote:

wow.  Thanks.  Are you guys in today? I was just up on 5 looking for you

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 11:13 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Exelon Paid FreshPAC Chairman To Lobby 
D.C. Government About Merger

By: Patrick Madden
December 16, 2015

1
comments

(AP Photo/Pablo Martinez Monsivais)

The chairman of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser (shown) was paid by Exelon to lobby city 
officials, records show.

Records show the head of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser was paid 

by Exelon to lobby city officials, raising new questions about the Bowser administration's handling of the 

proposedhigh-stakes merger between Pepco and Exelon.

The chairman of FreshPAC, Earl "Chico" Horton III, was hired by the power company on Sept. 30. That 

same week, the Bowser administration announced it would work with Exelon to reach a "settlement 

agreement" that would net a better deal for D.C., allowing the merger to move forward. Until then, Bowser 

had supported D.C. regulators' decision to reject the merger.

The controversial FreshPAC -  which was founded by close associates of Bowser -  was shut down in 
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November amid concerns it was fostering a "pay-to-play" environment in the D.C. government. The outside 

group had beenraising unlimited funds thanks to a little-known provision in D.C. campaign law. Many of the 

group's donors were individuals or businesses that had ties to millions of dollars in city contracts. Other 

donors were appointed to boards and commissions by the Bowser administration.

Council member Mary Cheh, an outspoken critic of the merger, says she's stunned to learn Exelon hired the 

head of FreshPAC to lobby the District government.

"It feels sleazy and it erodes confidence in sense of good government," says Cheh.

An administrative official with knowledge of the negotiations says lobbyists weren't at the table during talks, 

but it's impossible to verify because the settlement was negotiated in secret.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin says he's "not aware" of any meetings Horton had with Bowser or 

members of her administration. He also defends the administration's handling of the merger and says 

Bowser "believes that the District's negotiated deal is in the best interest of residents and ratepayers."

"I'll leave it to others to play pundit," says Czin when asked about the criticism of Exelon hiring the PAC's 

chairman.

A search of D.C. lobbying records shows that Horton -  a supporter of Mayor Bowser -  and a lawyer at 

Graves, Horton, Askew & Jenkins LLC, had never been hired as a lobbyist before Exelon brought him 

onboard.

On his filing with D.C.'s Board of Ethics and Government Accountability, Horton writes that he was hired to 

lobby officials about the "Exelon - Pepco Holdings Incorporated Merger."

Horton did not return phone calls or emails seeking comment.

The full details of Horton's lobbying efforts won't be known until January. D.C. only requires lobbyists to file 

activity reports twice a year. The document filed on Sept. 30 was a registration form.

Exelon declined to say how much it paid Horton for its lobbying efforts but added this statement:

"Like many corporations, Exelon engages consultants to educate policymakers and the public about the 
company's views and priorities. Naturally, we engaged consultants in the District to help us educate 
people about the enormous affordability, reliability and sustainability benefits our merger with Pepco 
will provide District residents and to help us understand their priorities. These activities are funded 
entirely by shareholder dollars."
While organizers shut down FreshPAC in November and returned money to donors, critics have continued 

to raise concerns about the connection between the pro-Bowser PAC and the Pepco-Exelon merger. For 

example, officials at both Pepco and Exelon refuse to answer whether anyone from FreshPAC tried to solicit 

contributions -  a point raised by several environmental activists at a D.C. Council roundtable held by Cheh 

earlier this week.

Cheh calls the lobbying connection between FreshPAC, Exelon and the Bowser administration "incestuous."

"Ordinary members of the public have little opportunity to really have their interests considered when all of 

the insiders and the corporate interests are at the table doling out benefits to one another while we stand on 

the sidelines hoping that a good decision is made," says Cheh.

But lobbying experts say it's hardly uncommon for people to be hired because of their access to lawmakers.

"This happens all the time," says Lee Drutman, senior fellow at New America (formerly the New America 

Foundation) and author of The Business of America is Lobbying. "A lot of lobbyists in Washington are hired 

because they have relationships with particular offices in Congress, the White House -  whatever it is," says 

Drutman. "They know how to get into see key decision makers and they also know what to say to key 

decision makers."

In early 2016, D.C.'s Public Service Commission will announce whether it approves the settlement deal and 

allows the merger to go forward.

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
belonging to the sender which is legally privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Please do not forward this message without permission. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return e-mail and 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

http://wamu.org/news/15/09/30/new_bowser_pac_can_raise_unlimited_funds_thanks_to_legal_quirk
https://efiling.bega-dc.gov/efs/viewRegistration.aspx?lobbyistid=2131
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WAMU Article
Date: Thu, 17 Dec 2015 11:39:31 -0500
From: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAKjXLg3OHtn=FrUGVNohwoR8SuXPx-H-14fiRN63cki2HD3zrw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8dc9a95ee64aa69af51941e7eb8e4996

wow.  Thanks.  Are you guys in today? I was just up on 5 looking for you 
 

On Thu, Dec 17, 2015 at 11:13 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote:

Exelon Paid FreshPAC Chairman To Lobby 
D.C. Government About Merger

By: Patrick Madden
December 16, 2015

1
comments

(AP Photo/Pablo Martinez Monsivais)

The chairman of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser (shown) was paid by Exelon to lobby city 
officials, records show.

Records show the head of a political action committee that supported D.C. Mayor Muriel Bowser was paid 

by Exelon to lobby city officials, raising new questions about the Bowser administration's handling of the 

proposedhigh-stakes merger between Pepco and Exelon.

The chairman of FreshPAC, Earl "Chico" Horton III, was hired by the power company on Sept. 30. That 

same week, the Bowser administration announced it would work with Exelon to reach a "settlement 

agreement" that would net a better deal for D.C., allowing the merger to move forward. Until then, Bowser 

had supported D.C. regulators' decision to reject the merger.

The controversial FreshPAC -  which was founded by close associates of Bowser -  was shut down in 

November amid concerns it was fostering a "pay-to-play" environment in the D.C. government. The outside 

group had beenraising unlimited funds thanks to a little-known provision in D.C. campaign law. Many of the 

group's donors were individuals or businesses that had ties to millions of dollars in city contracts. Other 

donors were appointed to boards and commissions by the Bowser administration.

Council member Mary Cheh, an outspoken critic of the merger, says she's stunned to learn Exelon hired the 

head of FreshPAC to lobby the District government.

"It feels sleazy and it erodes confidence in sense of good government," says Cheh.

An administrative official with knowledge of the negotiations says lobbyists weren't at the table during talks, 

but it's impossible to verify because the settlement was negotiated in secret.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin says he's "not aware" of any meetings Horton had with Bowser or 

members of her administration. He also defends the administration's handling of the merger and says 

Bowser "believes that the District's negotiated deal is in the best interest of residents and ratepayers."
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"I'll leave it to others to play pundit," says Czin when asked about the criticism of Exelon hiring the PAC's 

chairman.

A search of D.C. lobbying records shows that Horton -  a supporter of Mayor Bowser -  and a lawyer at 

Graves, Horton, Askew & Jenkins LLC, had never been hired as a lobbyist before Exelon brought him 

onboard.

On his filing with D.C.'s Board of Ethics and Government Accountability, Horton writes that he was hired to 

lobby officials about the "Exelon - Pepco Holdings Incorporated Merger."

Horton did not return phone calls or emails seeking comment.

The full details of Horton's lobbying efforts won't be known until January. D.C. only requires lobbyists to file 

activity reports twice a year. The document filed on Sept. 30 was a registration form.

Exelon declined to say how much it paid Horton for its lobbying efforts but added this statement:

"Like many corporations, Exelon engages consultants to educate policymakers and the public about the 
company's views and priorities. Naturally, we engaged consultants in the District to help us educate 
people about the enormous affordability, reliability and sustainability benefits our merger with Pepco 
will provide District residents and to help us understand their priorities. These activities are funded 
entirely by shareholder dollars."
While organizers shut down FreshPAC in November and returned money to donors, critics have continued 

to raise concerns about the connection between the pro-Bowser PAC and the Pepco-Exelon merger. For 

example, officials at both Pepco and Exelon refuse to answer whether anyone from FreshPAC tried to solicit 

contributions -  a point raised by several environmental activists at a D.C. Council roundtable held by Cheh 

earlier this week.

Cheh calls the lobbying connection between FreshPAC, Exelon and the Bowser administration "incestuous."

"Ordinary members of the public have little opportunity to really have their interests considered when all of 

the insiders and the corporate interests are at the table doling out benefits to one another while we stand on 

the sidelines hoping that a good decision is made," says Cheh.

But lobbying experts say it's hardly uncommon for people to be hired because of their access to lawmakers.

"This happens all the time," says Lee Drutman, senior fellow at New America (formerly the New America 

Foundation) and author of The Business of America is Lobbying. "A lot of lobbyists in Washington are hired 

because they have relationships with particular offices in Congress, the White House -  whatever it is," says 

Drutman. "They know how to get into see key decision makers and they also know what to say to key 

decision makers."

In early 2016, D.C.'s Public Service Commission will announce whether it approves the settlement deal and 

allows the merger to go forward.

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This e-mail message and any attachments to this e-mail message may contain confidential information 
belonging to the sender which is legally privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom it is addressed. Please do not forward this message without permission. If 
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this transmission in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return e-mail and 
delete and destroy the original e-mail message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.   
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:01:26 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dQOJDomYooArS6cRvwpEzrtxSh4KQajgcBoQqXyk-9FPQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 270c4ac172ede7b093e0f223d0908eb6

Just saw this message. 
 

The Settlement Agreement references "equalization rates" apparently in a way that GSA requested.

The Testimony GSA provides should state that GSA appreciates that the Agreement addresses these 
rates in a manner consistent with GSA's request.

Please only include this text if what I provided above is correct/accurate. 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 3:14 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).  

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.
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The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:06:15 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiV8bE-5n8Ds2iCeCqHp_OVHMeZhcU8U4_GZF8rk0+LwuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 504f95419b9c0d80781abd88d0a6c8f8

Michael, Thank you we will review it. 
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 4:01 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Just saw this message.

The Settlement Agreement references "equalization rates" apparently in a way that GSA requested.

The Testimony GSA provides should state that GSA appreciates that the Agreement addresses these 
rates in a manner consistent with GSA's request.

Please only include this text if what I provided above is correct/accurate. 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 3:14 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).  

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.
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On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

--

Sam Cho

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator

GSA Office of the Administrator

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to government and the 
American people."

Learn more about GSA

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--
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--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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by Exelon to lobby city officials, raising new questions about the Bowser administration's handling of the 

proposedhigh-stakes merger between Pepco and Exelon.

The chairman of FreshPAC, Earl "Chico" Horton III, was hired by the power company on Sept. 30. That 

same week, the Bowser administration announced it would work with Exelon to reach a "settlement 

agreement" that would net a better deal for D.C., allowing the merger to move forward. Until then, Bowser 

had supported D.C. regulators' decision to reject the merger.

The controversial FreshPAC -  which was founded by close associates of Bowser -  was shut down in 

November amid concerns it was fostering a "pay-to-play" environment in the D.C. government. The outside 

group had beenraising unlimited funds thanks to a little-known provision in D.C. campaign law. Many of the 

group's donors were individuals or businesses that had ties to millions of dollars in city contracts. Other 

donors were appointed to boards and commissions by the Bowser administration.

Council member Mary Cheh, an outspoken critic of the merger, says she's stunned to learn Exelon hired the 

head of FreshPAC to lobby the District government.

"It feels sleazy and it erodes confidence in sense of good government," says Cheh.

An administrative official with knowledge of the negotiations says lobbyists weren't at the table during talks, 

but it's impossible to verify because the settlement was negotiated in secret.

Bowser spokesman Michael Czin says he's "not aware" of any meetings Horton had with Bowser or 

members of her administration. He also defends the administration's handling of the merger and says 

Bowser "believes that the District's negotiated deal is in the best interest of residents and ratepayers."

"I'll leave it to others to play pundit," says Czin when asked about the criticism of Exelon hiring the PAC's 

chairman.

A search of D.C. lobbying records shows that Horton -  a supporter of Mayor Bowser -  and a lawyer at 

Graves, Horton, Askew & Jenkins LLC, had never been hired as a lobbyist before Exelon brought him 

onboard.

On his filing with D.C.'s Board of Ethics and Government Accountability, Horton writes that he was hired to 

lobby officials about the "Exelon - Pepco Holdings Incorporated Merger."

Horton did not return phone calls or emails seeking comment.

The full details of Horton's lobbying efforts won't be known until January. D.C. only requires lobbyists to file 

activity reports twice a year. The document filed on Sept. 30 was a registration form.

Exelon declined to say how much it paid Horton for its lobbying efforts but added this statement:

"Like many corporations, Exelon engages consultants to educate policymakers and the public about the 
company's views and priorities. Naturally, we engaged consultants in the District to help us educate 
people about the enormous affordability, reliability and sustainability benefits our merger with Pepco 
will provide District residents and to help us understand their priorities. These activities are funded 
entirely by shareholder dollars."
While organizers shut down FreshPAC in November and returned money to donors, critics have continued 

to raise concerns about the connection between the pro-Bowser PAC and the Pepco-Exelon merger. For 

example, officials at both Pepco and Exelon refuse to answer whether anyone from FreshPAC tried to solicit 

contributions -  a point raised by several environmental activists at a D.C. Council roundtable held by Cheh 

earlier this week.

Cheh calls the lobbying connection between FreshPAC, Exelon and the Bowser administration "incestuous."

"Ordinary members of the public have little opportunity to really have their interests considered when all of 

the insiders and the corporate interests are at the table doling out benefits to one another while we stand on 

the sidelines hoping that a good decision is made," says Cheh.

But lobbying experts say it's hardly uncommon for people to be hired because of their access to lawmakers.

"This happens all the time," says Lee Drutman, senior fellow at New America (formerly the New America 

Foundation) and author of The Business of America is Lobbying. "A lot of lobbyists in Washington are hired 

because they have relationships with particular offices in Congress, the White House -  whatever it is," says 

Drutman. "They know how to get into see key decision makers and they also know what to say to key 

decision makers."

In early 2016, D.C.'s Public Service Commission will announce whether it approves the settlement deal and 

allows the merger to go forward.

--

John S. Tobey

Assistant General Counsel 
Office of General Counsel (LR)
General Services Administration
1800 F St NW # 2012B
Washington, D.C. 20405
Tel.: 202 501 1762
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 20:50:01 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gmail.com>, largsa GSA <largsa@gmail.com>,  Lariza 

Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVuBxq+Q+qVVLOo98pa75c-VGBtiqOGND9X02+i43xM0A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3a61b0ee2a8ce3726c02e52dc2efcb2c

Michael,  we made all possible changes w/o jeopardizing the case.  We have to file by 5 pm.  We are in 
room  
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 4:01 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Just saw this message.

The Settlement Agreement references "equalization rates" apparently in a way that GSA requested.

The Testimony GSA provides should state that GSA appreciates that the Agreement addresses these 
rates in a manner consistent with GSA's request.

Please only include this text if what I provided above is correct/accurate. 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 3:14 PM, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> wrote:

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).  

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: FC1119 final
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:08:01 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <973BA3CEBA5D462BA141DE70F1BCCF6C@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: e95f32e8173540b9f2752209660eb589
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

pls see attachment    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:12:23 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve2FAqQ+uTCKfLn0iBDu9EQ2tjbSoEikvvjzhS7kb+WEDA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 923f05d2d38e39da4f8e0681b18ea002
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Michael, 
 

Attached is the final version of the testimony per suggested revisions.  See Page 15 for revised 
statement on microgrids.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 final
Date: Tue, 24 Nov 2015 11:47:08 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "Leonardv Lucas (LR)" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiW8AgW8U3ocmf0mAXpmofLQ_eLv8_sb92W2E5B2mKPVGw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 23e7bf62882e075c7bf0708f297e01ab
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Hi Leonard, 
 

We have not received further guidance as to how to proceed on case 1119. 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 5:55 PM 
Subject: Fwd: FC1119 final 
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 

Steve,  attached is the final draft of the testimony  we were going to file today on behalf of GSA on FC 
1119.  We were waiting on final approval to file and Michael informed us that it was a no go.  We had a 
meeting with Michael Gelbert around 5 :10  and  he explained  the reasons.  He did a good job but 
ultimately it is then agency's decision.  We appreciate all the support we got through this process.  
Regards Lariza 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 
Subject: FC1119 final 
To: Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

pls see attachment

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

--

Lariza Sepulveda
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 final
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 17:55:43 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVuUWDFd6YraaezOQ7+gmR=8TFmDSGCdUf_fgUf2Q12Kw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: dd9b6c93662332790fb3ee61daf627b0
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Steve,  attached is the final draft of the testimony  we were going to file today on behalf of GSA on FC 
1119.  We were waiting on final approval to file and Michael informed us that it was a no go.  We had a 
meeting with Michael Gelbert around 5 :10  and  he explained  the reasons.  He did a good job but 
ultimately it is then agency's decision.  We appreciate all the support we got through this process.  
Regards Lariza 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 
Subject: FC1119 final 
To: Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

pls see attachment 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:08:11 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 

<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - 
LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>,  Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - 
PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve3E2_oGVmiKjROXcyQ4yE5Mavt0gkq=B0kRgTMv-90azg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f5281f2201c3865e6bac325321ace01c
Attachments: GSA _Initial Comments Re FC1130 Order17192-2015-08-31-final (2).pdf ; MEDSISKick-

OffGSAPresentationOct (1).pptx 

Michael, 
 

We are revising the testimony per instructions on microgrids.  We should have it any minute.  We had 
to clarify comments with our rate consultant expert.  Part of our statement will include a reference to 
GSA's previous comments and presentation to the Commission on FC1130 on the future of DC's energy 
systems in the past few months.  GSA has recommended that barriers to microgrids be removed and 
policies in support of microgrids should be developed.  So GSA is on record as being supportive of 
microgrids in Washington, DC.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:
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GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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Subject: FC 1119 12-3-15 cross transcript
Date: Sat, 05 Dec 2015 03:17:21 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <7336516D3F8F499F854CB9D44DC083DF@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 89cf3674505145b9036c302c67e1c138
Attachments: cdavis_1242015_116_1_Formal_Case_No__1119_(Volume_II)__12-03-2015.pdf ; 2015-

NJ-order approve-Exelon PHI merger-2-11-15-2L.pdf 

see the attached 12/3/15 transcript at pages (pdf page nos.) 125 (Oliver - rate shock plus Commission comment), 
129 (Oliver - rate shock), 141 (Oliver - microgrids - he says nothing), and 144 (Oliver - no direct benefit to 
commercial customers - not contradicted in either 12/2 or 12/3 transcripts).  you should be able to see my 

highligts.     
also see Kane cross of OPC at 87-88 where OPC admits that it will not commit to supporting ending negative class 

RORs (see Par 48 fo the settlement). 

  
re direct commercial benefits in DE and NJ settlements: (1) DE settlement included no direct benefits, but there 
were no commercial/industrial nonresidential customer signatories to the settlement; (2) NJ settlement  and order 

(see attached at 34) said CIF should be distributed among all customers, not just residential. 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Fwd: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:52:15 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAOf79dR3oHUUu52HPX==XJgwT2c_MtUYWMZgcgUCLu5JOc+-gQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 96bfee5540d43c694106619d398edd0d

Please call in.---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.
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---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.
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Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 15:14:16 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUbKqRJJJ8+fTdiPB+qmT_0VEbK9X--xZsu9ooanHsJNA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3762d655c6c55ed0b1d962206d1e1f7c

Michael, what was the first item on the call?  We got the part on micro grids (incorporate a question 
regarding GSA supports development of Microgrids).   
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 
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projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
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Subject: revised settlement provisions
Date: Mon, 09 Nov 2015 16:36:32 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <1D24FEB6BB1F41EC862E6B17323AD7F4@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: 8c9dd2f638a2c1e2d79752836bd92fbf
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Nov 9 2015.doc 

pls see attachment.  i suggest that LL indicate in his reply to Meir that these provisions constitute GSA's response to 
Meir's 11/6/15 letter proposal, and that GSA has deleted Pepco's proposed item dealing with GSA's position re the 

DDOT surcharge, about which GSA is currently communicating with the DC Government.     
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Confidential for your review
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 09:49:00 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVOfK2coqzZLYD--U-UWGH11CW=ximiRQ4T3Wnjz5ZT_A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9bb3257e996e85b767c7912fe9ca3d4f
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

This is our economic impact pls see attachment 

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Confidential Draft Do not distribute
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 08:10:01 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: John Tobey - LR <john.tobey@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXZommdmOpfgp7JvaeTssxF5iwJYBUcLZA9Y7TDWQ+cXw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2416dac90d76668254b65764e061ce41
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

ATTORNEY CLIENT PRIVILEGED AND  WORK PRODUCT. DO NOT FORWARD WITHOUT PERMISSION OF THE 

UNDERSIGNED. 

John, we are presenting this economic analysis at our 9am meeting.  Take a look and we will have a 
final copy today and a visual chart to show the monetary impact to GSA. 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Wednesday, October 28, 2015 
Subject: merger 
To: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

pls see attachment

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.
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Subject: Fwd: merger
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 10:08:30 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "Prisco, Thomas J CIV (US)" <thomas.j.prisco.civ@mail.mil>,  "Prisco, Thomas J Mr CIV 

USA OTJAG" <thomas.prisco@us.army.mil>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiXTZE+OxM=rrBkx7g08gzfdN6G4iqnwe4x8odtNk1hxdQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 9896cecdef0007375caeda44fce9356a
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

Tom,  

Attached find the economic impact we put together regarding FC 1119 (Exelon-Pepco merger).  I might 
need to get legal help.  Are you available for a call today?  I need your legal  and regulatory opposition.  

Lariza--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: Fwd: merger
Date: Wed, 4 Nov 2015 14:21:47 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: "Leonardv Lucas (LR)" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiUSSFuq5OWFmqtfhPNJjWu0L2TnUxXSJgHs-EDZaB-14w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 570da5df475688663fe39e77c4c50273
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

see attached item regarding cross subsidy 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Wed, Oct 28, 2015 at 8:31 PM 
Subject: merger 
To: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

 
pls see attachment

  
Dennis Goins
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.  

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: FC1119 testimony edits
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 11:34:22 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve1Ak6wtOBTLKWVu-01TwstDpKuMRXWtNAyojzUOzKGCaw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4866ef503c05c774eaa6d08beb3a5319
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Dennis, 
 

Attached are my relatively minor edits.  I did not edit CIF on page 5 line 11 as I assumed that you were 
quoting from the Commission ruling.  Otherwise you would want to spell it out as you did on page 6.  
For my lay persons mind, the impact of the proposed all customer 2 year rate freeze on the other CIF 
areas is something that we will get questions on.  Also, do you have an estimate of how much an all 
customer rate freeze costs/is worth?  Thanks.

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Subject: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 07:59:59 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <C3E737CD308A42CD802F5E839FBF3F7B@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: ced467ac7980a1c3294fab017a43a831
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

pls see attachment.    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 21:51:29 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: tony.costa@gsa.gov
Cc: ken.shutika@gsa.gov, lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
Message-ID: <-2936732198660365471@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 65905eec06471d47616d81868e2dd060
Attachments: NoName_1 ; GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

There was one additional edit from Michael.  I am up in Region 1, but should be available for a phone 
call if you need to recommend changes.  Also fine with you contacting Ken or Lariza directly 

Sent from my iPhone 
Begin forwarded message: 

 

From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date: November 16, 2015 at 9:49:20 AM EST 
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1

Hi, Here is the first draft for your review.  Lariza

. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Subject: revisions
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:24:04 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <74711B4495B54CF9ACAF2DCB97A9DF0D@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: d87943eea015cf6cdae51c1c64edd4dd
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt9a.doc 

this version reflects latest revisions based on discussion w/ LL at 2.    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: final revised draft
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 15:03:00 -0500
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Leonard Lucas" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <09E7E8BCF7F24923AC1CFBC440A23738@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: b822df9697ee4612d0798ecbf24e6a35
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt11a.doc 

1. this is the final draft    

2. call w/ any changes 

  

3. i'll be sending LL the final pdf w/s signed affidavit by 3:30, so pls get any changes you want to me by then, 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: revisions
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:33 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVdsa9707bY1+jd3TmwxEjqnLXjZBmJ3Qf_mkfHbiOhOA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7495f850b94da2120d27afa68c798d5b
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt9a.doc 

Michael,  here is the latest version.  

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 09:49:20 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVZqh0mTTTv1fkFkL_twwFfUAxSnoNjXRLqLcGQFKLaCw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 6cf09a4fdc51cb8ca6377acf5381a981
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

Hi, Here is the first draft for your review.  Lariza 

. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 13:16:52 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3c7CApKGBiqX494KOF62+u0aj0J1Tpt905HnkyqVzG=A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 4fc168e326811182b1ad4d61bfdcdf49
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Michael, 
 

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Inside story: How clean energy activists blew up Exelon-Pepco merger
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 2015 08:55:45 -0400
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>,  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Dennis Goins <   John Tobey - LR 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <-7636356668911513304@unknownmsgid>
MD5: b5347b230941e86379a017c717e803f4

I do not believe many saw that coming, but when Rich an I met with DC Government they seemed more 
hopeful than I would have believed.  

Sent from my iPhone 
On Aug 27, 2015, at 8:53 AM, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Heather,

Thank you.  I am still surprised at the ruling.  

Ken

On Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 8:30 AM, Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov> wrote:

Not sure if you all saw this article or not.

Heather R. Cameron

Senior Assistant General Counsel

Real Property Division (LR)

General Services Administration

1800 F Street, NW

Room 2007A 

Washington, DC 20405

(202) 501-0529

(cell)

(202) 501-1944 fax

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:

This email message and any attachments to this email message may contain confidential information belonging to the 
sender which is legally privileged.  The information is intended for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is 
addressed.  Please do not forward this message without permission.  If you are not the intended recipient or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited. If 
you have received this transmission in error, please notify us immediately by telephone or return email and destroy the 
original email message, any attachments thereto and all copies thereof.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org>
Date: Wed, Aug 26, 2015 at 5:50 PM 
Subject: Inside story: How clean energy activists blew up Exelon-Pepco merger 
To: Mike Tidwell <mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org> 

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
mailto:heather.cameron@gsa.gov
mailto:mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org
mailto:mtidwell@chesapeakeclimate.org
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273_lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov_0

http://thinkprogress.org/climate/2015/08/26/3695037/exelon-pepco-
merger/?utm_source=newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=cptop3

CLIMATE
The Inside Story Of How D.C. Blew Up A $6.8 Billion Utility Merger Over Renewable Energy
BY RYAN KORONOWSKI  AUG 26, 2015 1:05PM

CREDIT: AP PHOTO/JACQUELYN MARTIN
Kenny Nails, working for Pepco, fixes downed wires in 2010.

Share232
Tweet101
In a move that shocked both industry observers and grassroots clean energy advocates, the 
Public Service Commission of Washington, D.C. unanimously rejected a proposed merger 
between Exelon and Pepco. Together, they would have created the nation’s largest utility.
The commission wrote in its official summary, released Tuesday, that Exelon and Pepco “have 
not met their burden of persuading this Commission that the Proposed Merger is in the public 
interest.”
Why? The summary listed several points but a central conflict was over how renewable energy 
would fare.
“We are also concerned about the inherent conflict of interest that might inhibit our local 
distribution company from moving forward to embrace a cleaner and greener environment,” the 
Commission wrote in its summary.
“Therefore, the application is denied,” the summary concluded.
The merger, valued at $6.4 billion, would have resulted in Chicago-based, nuclear-heavy utility 
giant Exelon buying Pepco Holdings, which provides power to Washington, D.C. and parts of 
Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey.
Exelon and Pepco’s joint statement said they were “disappointed” with the decision, believing 
“it fails to recognize the benefits of the merger to the District of Columbia and its residents and 
businesses.” The utilities made the case that a merger would benefit customers and enhance 
reliability.
“We will review our options with respect to this decision and will respond once that process is 
complete,” the statement concluded.
“The public policy of the District is that the local electric company should focus solely on 
providing safe, reliable and affordable distribution service to District residences, businesses 
and institutions,” Betty Ann Kane, the commission chairman, said in her statement announcing 
the decision. “The evidence in the record is that sale and change in control proposed in the 
merger would move us in the opposite direction.”
Exelon and Pepco have 30 days to ask the Public Service Commission (PSC) to reconsider the 
denial, and it is likely they will do so, according to Gabe Elsner, executive director of the 
Energy & Policy Institute in Washington, D.C.

“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable energy 
policies”
The normally boring debate about a utility merger became a pitched battle between residents 
concerned about electricity rates and renewable energy advocates on one side, and the two 
utilities and their allies on the other. Nuclear plants provide most of Exelon’s power generation, 
followed by natural gas, oil, hydro, wind, and coal. Yet it is the utility’s past fights against state 
renewable energy policies that caused so many people to oppose the idea of Exelon 
purchasing Pepco.
“Exelon has a long history of using the company’s political influence to restrict renewable 
energy policies,” Elsner told ThinkProgress. “If the D.C. PSC had approved the merger, Exelon 
would have been empowered to continue its anti-renewable campaign, but the PSC’s rejection 
of the merger could help ensure that these two states’ renewable energy policies remain in 
place and continue to support the growth of renewable energy industry in D.C. and Maryland.”
Exelon fought hard against the renewal of the Wind Production Tax Credit at the national level 
because it would affect the bottom lines of their nuclear plants.
Local renewable advocates saw this decision as a line in the sand.
“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their 
peril,” said Anya Schoolman, founder and executive director of the nonprofit Community Power 
Network. Schoolman called the PSC’s decision “a great victory for renewable energy” and 
played a central role in the fight to halt the merger. Her fight for neighborhood solar power 
access began several years ago when she and several neighbors found the process to install 
solar panels too complicated, and eventually founded an advocacy organization called D.C. 
Solar United Neighborhoods. She was honored at the White House last year as a “Champion 
of Change.”
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“D.C. Solar United Neighborhoods fought hard because of Exelon’s well documented 
opposition to locally owned renewable energy, their opposition to wind, and their hypocritical 
track record to oppose policies that support renewable energy in the name of the ‘free market’ 
while asking for handout after handout for their nuclear business,” she told ThinkProgress. 
“Fundamentally, we argued, and the D.C. PSC agreed, that there was a conflict of interest 
between Exelon’s generation business and D.C.’s goals to build a modern, equitable, 
renewable, clean grid.”

“Utilities that work to impede people’s desire to produce their own clean energy do so at their peril”
The PSC seemed fully aware of the importance of the decision, and how much attention it 
would receive.
“This proceeding has generated more interest and more active participation by parties and 
interested persons than any other proceeding in the Commission’s more than a century of 
operations,” the PSC’s summary stated. “As we have been reminded throughout this process, 
this decision is one of the most significant decisions that the Commission will ever make.”
D.C.’s laws and statutes place obligations on the Commission that include determining whether 
the deal was in the public interest -  and unlike some states, one of those factors is 
“conservation of natural resources and preservation of environmental quality.” This was 
certainly part of the PSC’s ultimate decision.
“In this proceeding,” the summary stated, “the Commission must decide who will control the 
District’s only local electric distribution company at a time when our city’s leadership, at the 
urging of many residents, has mandated that the District must pursue a cleaner and greener 
future that includes more renewable energy resources and more distributed generation and at 
a time when the electric industry is undergoing significant transformation.”
Because Pepco is an energy distribution company, and Exelon receives most of its revenue 
from energy generation, the PSC noted that this could cause a conflict with adverse 
consequences to D.C. ratepayers.

“What happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and solar.”
Despite generating no power on its own, Pepco is not exactly a national leader in renewable 
energy either. A recent study found that the distribution-focused utility was the worst in the 
country in connecting its residents to solar power. Advocates worried that Pepco becoming a 
subsidiary to a much larger utility that gets most of its revenue from generation would 
complicate efforts to generate more power from distributed renewable energy.
Pepco and Exelon have both made the case that the merger would have brought lower 
electricity rates to the District, but the PSC found little benefit for ratepayers, especially without 
Pepco representation on Exelon’s executive committee.
District officials, despite several council members’ close relationships with Pepco, had largely 
opposed the merger. This includes Mayor Muriel Bowser -  earlier this year after a letter from 
the D.C. Attorney General’s office argued that the benefits of the merger would flow from D.C. 
ratepayers to shareholders in the Chicago-based company, Bowser said the letter spoke for 
the District.
The long march to Tuesday’s rejection seemed almost certain to result in an approval, after 
PSCs in Virginia, New Jersey, Delaware, and finally Maryland approved the merger.
“It was a fascinating process, that’s for sure,” Mike Tidwell, director of the Chesapeake Climate 
Action Network, told ThinkProgress. Tidwell said that Exelon wanted the merger “to prop up its 
nuclear fleet on the backs of low-carbon generation in the Mid-Atlantic.”
The Maryland Public Service Commission was supposed to be the wrench that stopped the 
otherwise smoothly-running gears of the merger process. Martin O’Malley, as governor, helped 
lead the fight against it while still in office. Tidwell noted that “O’Malley basically said ‘hell no.'” 
Even when his chosen successor lost to Republican Gov. Larry Hogan, Hogan defied 
expectations that the new administration would clear the way for the merger. Hogan stayed 
fairly neutral. The opposition of the Maryland Attorney General, the staff of the PSC, the 
environmental groups all suggested that Maryland may actually reject the merger.
Instead, the Maryland PSC voted 3-2 to approve it in May.
“The two commissioners who opposed it wrote a scathing letter to the majority, saying verbatim 
‘we find the majority’s decision incomprehensible,'” Tidwell said. But he noted that that narrow 
decision may have helped to set the stage for D.C. to reject it.

“Most of us were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger…
Consumer and renewable energy advocates in D.C. did not have high hopes, however, 
because of the clout utilities have and therevolving door nature of the close ties local officials 
have with Pepco. But the decision to deny the application for the merger shocked the domestic 
electricity sector, clean energy advocates, as well as the stakeholders.
“Most people felt the best shot of stopping this merger was in Maryland, not D.C., so most of us 
were shocked when they voted unanimously” to deny the merger, Tidwell said.
“Exelon is likely as stunned to lose today as we were stunned when Exelon won in Maryland,” 
Tidwell said Tuesday. Exelon and Pepco’s stock prices dropped immediately after the decision, 
a year and a half after they spiked when the market found out about the proposed merger. 
“Exelon is a sick and ailing company because they’re overly burdened by a nuclear fleet,” 
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Tidwell said, and wanted to seek revenue from a merger like this one. Other companies may 
want to buy Pepco; advocates hope that any eventual buyer supports distributed renewable 
energy adoption and energy efficiency efforts.
Going forward, Exelon and Pepco have a few options, and none of them seem likely to result in 
a desired merger. They have 30 days to petition the D.C. PSC for a rehearing, but this is 
unlikely because the commission seemed clear that the denial had solid legal footing. They 
could appeal to the D.C. Court of Appeals, but courts are often reluctant to overturn such 
decisions. Exelon could also go back to the drawing board, restructuring the merger in a way 
that excludes Pepco D.C., but this would be hard to do because they would have to go back 
and get a new round of approvals from all the other states Pepco serves. Exelon shareholders 
would also have to approve a new deal, which would likely be less favorable to Exelon.
Local advocates tried to engage Exelon earlier in the process to negotiate better terms for 
ratepayers and renewable energy access, but Tidwell said that “Exelon was not interested in 
any kind of substantive dialogue with the opposing entities.” They took one meeting and then 
barely followed up.
Tidwell said Tuesday that “what happened today is good for the long-term health of wind and 
solar.”
TAGS 

l DC

l Exelon

l Pepco

l Renewable Energy

l Utilities

l Washington

--

Mike Tidwell

Director

Chesapeake Climate Action Network

240-460-5838
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Subject: Fwd: merger
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 07:45:31 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Linda Collins - PMAA <lindal.collins@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <7793905190823499192@unknownmsgid>
MD5: dd6271abb04f91a03b53aca8bac8cce4
Attachments: NoName_1 ; FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-

dg1.doc 

Begin forwarded message: 

 
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.  
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Subject: merger
Date: Wed, 28 Oct 2015 20:31:19 -0400
From: "Dennis Goins" <
To: "Ken Shutika" <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Cc: "Lariza Sepulveda" <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <DC6CB10B6EDA4824A1163662496CC078@PMGDH4TVF31>
MD5: fbc6811cc857d853efb968677e25aa44
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

pls see attachment    
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 

Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Subject: Fwd: meeting at GSA
Date: Fri, 27 Feb 2015 17:58:05 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Scott Macrae - AG 

<scott.macrae@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiWCyB-NiDKTtUfL_dZfKs80oeCkB+P2cORw=G8eR2WWcA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 5199a09a78a3643bc9eb5d5586ce674d
Attachments: Mark.Chambers.Testimony.AsFiled[1].pdf ; Exhibit __ DCG (A)-2 Conditions [1].pdf ; DC 

Conditions.docx 

Hi Tony, 

The documents attached are the testimony,and set of conditions filed by DC DGS on Exelon-/Pepco 
merger testimony. 

As Ken mentioned in his email,  Zach met with us last Wednesday, talked about their position in the 
merger case and forwarded their testimony to us.

  

The documents attached are public, and are posted in the DC PUC website.  

DC DGS conditions are in the doc title Exhibit DCG A-2.

Take a look on page 1 line 20  -- III. Market competition conditions section.  Several of the items in this 
section are overreaching.  

We have not file comments on behalf of GSA, and we made a decision early on in the case  not take a 
public position on the merger.

We have been part of settlement meetings with the company, and we have outline areas of interest 
and/or concern for GSA and the Federal executive agencies in DC and MD.

We look forward to meeting with you next week to discuss GSA's position, and interest in this case.  

Have a wonderful weekend.

Lariza 

Lariza Sepulveda

Energy Division

GSA Central Office

1800 F Street NW

Washington, DC 20010

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov>
Date: Fri, Feb 27, 2015 at 11:42 AM 
Subject: Re: meeting at GSA 
To: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
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Hi Lariza and Ken – It was great to meet you both and further discuss some of our complimentary 
efforts. I had a great conversation with Tony Costas, Scott Macrae, and Joe Eberly (from the HOTD) 
yesterday as well. I believe we have multiple efforts where working together and sharing information 
could benefit us, our clients, and taxpayers generally. On that note, please let me know when you all 
would like to discuss our approach for DC’s solar RFP/PPA. I’d also appreciate any contacts you 
referenced for block+index procurement and strategy, and how that’s worked outside of the sub 
account approach. Tony is interested in exploring/utilizing the DER-CAM model for the HOTD, so I’ll be 
sure to loop you all in as that conversation moves forward. Its great to know you all better and I’m 
looking forward to collaborating more often.

Also, for reference, I’ve attached a two-page summary “Conditions" document and the related publicly 
filed Exhibits on the Exelon acquisition of Pepco. The exhibits provide detailed information and broad 
context for whats on record with the PSC and DC’s/DGS’ public position. The summary is a quick and 
simple resource for what we requested to make this in the public interest. Thanks again, and have a 
great weekend.

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009

202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Thursday, February 26, 2015 at 3:55 PM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Cc:  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Subject:  Re: meeting at GSA

Hi Zach,

Thank you for stopping by at our head quarters.  It was great to meet in person and learn about 

DC GS energy related initiatives.

Let's continue the conversation.

Best regards

Lariza Sepulveda

On Wed, Feb 25, 2015 at 12:15 PM, Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> wrote:

Ok, great, I’ll see you at 2. Thanks!

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009
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202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Wednesday, February 25, 2015 at 12:14 PM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Subject:  Re: meeting at GSA

2 pm works.  I have a meeting that starts 3pm

Sent from my iPhone

On Feb 25, 2015, at 12:05 PM, Dobelbower, Zach (DGS) <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> wrote: 

Hi Lariza – Does 2:00 or 2:30 work? Thanks.

Best, 

Zach Dobelbower  

Program Manager | Sustainability + Energy

DC Department of General Services

2000 14th St NW, 8th Floor WDC 20009

202.727.8760 (d) | (m) 

www.buildsmartdc.com | @dcbenchmark 

From:  Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 
Date:  Wednesday, February 25, 2015 at 9:21 AM 
To:  Zach Dobelbower <zach.dobelbower@dc.gov> 
Subject:  meeting at GSA

Hi Zach,

Let me know if meeting at 1:30 pm at our HQ  still works for you.

Our address is 1800 F street NW.  We can continue the conversation on merger case, micro grids in dc 
etc.

Lariza Sepulveda

GSA

Energy Division

--  
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Subject: Fwd: Commission Order No. 17947
Date: Thu, 27 Aug 2015 15:09:31 -0500
From: Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
To: Dennis Goins <   Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA 

<lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Heather Cameron - LR <heather.cameron@gsa.gov>,  
Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAJR8MYsB34tQUk8DP4p-5+uFzU4fkisZm7weAAJ_ah3Nyf8FuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2f1568d50b98be80aa034f59618839a1
Attachments: orderno_17947_FC1119 (1).pdf 

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Davis, Carmen (PSC) <cdavis@psc.dc.gov>
Date: Thu, Aug 27, 2015 at 3:07 PM 
Subject: Commission Order No. 17947 
To: "abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com" <abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com>, 
"bgreene@greenehurlocker.com" <bgreene@greenehurlocker.com>, "Caldwell, Brian (OAG)" 
<brian.caldwell@dc.gov>, "carolyn@carolynelefant.com" <carolyn@carolynelefant.com>, 
"charak@nclc.org" <charak@nclc.org>, " <
"ffrancis@aoba-metro.org" <ffrancis@aoba-metro.org>, "jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com" 
<jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com>, "kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com" 
<kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com>, "ldaniels@opc-dc.gov" <ldaniels@opc-dc.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "  <  
"nancy.white@squirepb.com" <nancy.white@squirepb.com>, "owein@nclc.org" <owein@nclc.org>, 
"randy.hayman@dcwater.com" <randy.hayman@dcwater.com>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" 
<RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, "Richard Lorenzo (rlorenzo@loeb.com)" <rlorenzo@loeb.com> 
Cc: "Westbrook, Brinda (PSC)" <BWestbrook@psc.dc.gov>, "Ahern, Veronica (PSC)" 
<vahern@psc.dc.gov>, "Beverly, Richard (PSC)" <RBeverly@psc.dc.gov>, "Herskovitz, Richard (PSC)" 
<RHerskovitz@psc.dc.gov>, "Berry, Craig (PSC)" <cberry@psc.dc.gov>, "Shelley, Naza (PSC)" 
<Naza.Shelley@dc.gov>, "Didigu, Kellie (PSC)" <kdidigu@psc.dc.gov>, "Smith, Maurice (PSC)" 
<msmith@psc.dc.gov> 

 

All Parties,

Attached please find Commission Order No. 17947, issued in FC 1119, dated August 27, 2015.

 

Thank you,

 

Carmen Davis

Regulatory Docket Manager 
Office of the Commission Secretary 
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
1325 G Street N.W. Suite 800 | Washington, D.C. 20005 
202-626-5101 Office | 202-393-1389 Fax 
cdavis@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org  

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this electronic message and any attachments to this 
message are intended for the exclusive use of  the addressee(s) because the message (and any attachments) may 
contain conf idential or privileged information. If  you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender 
immediately and destroy all copies of  this message and any attachments.  

 

 

 

From: Davis, Carmen (PSC) 
Sent: Wednesday, August 26, 2015 8:03 PM 
To: 'abraham.silverman@nrgenergy.com'; 'bgreene@greenehurlocker.com'; Caldwell, Brian (OAG); 
'carolyn@carolynelefant.com'; 'charak@nclc.org'; 'ffrancis@aoba-metro.org'; 
'jeffrey.mayes@monitoringanalytics.com'; 'kimberly.frank@kayescholer.com'; 'ldaniels@opc-dc.gov'; 
'leonard.lucas@gsa.gov'; '  'nancy.white@squirepb.com'; 'owein@nclc.org'; 
'randy.hayman@dcwater.com'; Beverly, Richard (PSC); Richard Lorenzo (rlorenzo@loeb.com) 
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Cc: Westbrook, Brinda (PSC); Ahern, Veronica (PSC); Beverly, Richard (PSC); Herskovitz, Richard (PSC); Berry, Craig 
(PSC); Shelley, Naza (PSC); Didigu, Kellie (PSC) 
Subject: Notice regarding the Commission's Order in FC 1119

 

All,

 
Please be advised that the Commission's Order in FC 1119 will be posted on its website on Thursday, 

August 27, 2015.  We apologize for any inconvenience.

 

Thank you,

 

Carmen Davis

Regulatory Docket Manager 
Office of the Commission Secretary 
Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
1325 G Street N.W. Suite 800 | Washington, D.C. 20005 
202-626-5101 Office | 202-393-1389 Fax 
cdavis@psc.dc.gov | www.dcpsc.org  

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this electronic message and any attachments to this 
message are intended for the exclusive use of  the addressee(s) because the message (and any attachments) may 
contain conf idential or privileged information. If  you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender 
immediately and destroy all copies of  this message and any attachments.  

 

 

 

--
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Subject: Re: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015
Date: Wed, 30 Dec 2015 13:00:23 -0500
From: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>
Cc: Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Lisa 

Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CA+RNAdqUdBNEg67faG57obtSAp_LcaFkqGEXHschg-X2riJNzQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 58f6b0353489eb6f19a1356fd0b26157

Hi Katy: 
 

We have been discussing this for some weeks now.  While the PEPCO-Exelon merger is in most respects 
a one-off event, the ground has been shifting on utility rate intervention cases.  Our folks have been 
preparing a white paper and we should be able to provide you with a pre-brief on Tuesday.

Regards,

Steve

On Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 12:46 PM, Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov> wrote:

Barry, Tony and Steve, 

The meeting that the Administrator requested on Thursday on Pepco is to continue the discussion, while we are not up 
against a specific deadline, on what we are continuing to do to protect the Federal rate payer in this situation. 

Specifically, when/where are the places we can/should/shouldn't engage or weigh-in moving forward. 

I don't know if it exists, but if there is a timeline for past actions, and/or future opportunities that would be helpful 
prior to the meeting.  (examples - post-hearing briefs, DC government meetings...)

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Syretta Dyson - AC <syretta.dyson@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 10:39 AM 
Subject: Fwd: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015 
To: Katy Kale - AC <katy.kale@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov> 

Katy and Reggie,

Please see below.  I've received several out of office messages in response to my request for 
briefing materials.  I've copied alternative staff members, so I hope to received materials for 
Monday, January 4, 2015 by noon tomorrow.  If I have any issues attaining materials, I will 
reach out to you.

Thanks,

______________________________________________________ 
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Syretta E. Dyson 

Special Assistant to the Administrator, Office of the Administrator 

U.S. General Services Administration

Office Phone: 202-208-0104 
Cell Phone:  

Syretta.Dyson@gsa.gov

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Syretta Dyson - AC <syretta.dyson@gsa.gov>
Date: Wed, Dec 30, 2015 at 10:36 AM 
Subject: ACTION ITEM: Administrator's Meetings JAN 4-8, 2015 
To: Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, Kristi Irvin - B <kristen.irvin@gsa.gov>, Gerard Badorrek - B 
<gerard.badorrek@gsa.gov>, Emily Waechter - B <emily.waechter@gsa.gov>, Giancarlo Brizzi - M1 
<giancarlo.brizzi@gsa.gov>, Andrew McMahon - 9A <andrew.mcmahon@gsa.gov>, Kelly Paisley - ZC 
<kelly.paisley@gsa.gov>, Gita Stulberg - ZC <gita.stulberg@gsa.gov>, Antonia Harris - C 
<antonia.harris@gsa.gov>, Autumn Jones - C <autumn.jones@gsa.gov>, Andrei Chursov - AC 
<andrei.chursov@gsa.gov>, Jessica Hamilton - AC <jessica.hamilton@gsa.gov>, Michael Kerin - AC 
<michael.kerin@gsa.gov>, Marquis Liddell - P <marquis.liddell@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov> 

Colleagues:

Listed below are the Administrator's meetings for next week that will require the preparation of 
briefing materials.  As always, all materials are DUE by 12:00 PM the day before the actual 
meeting takes place; however, materials for tomorrow are due noon today as a result of the 
Holiday.  Please send all materials directly to me.

MONDAY, JANUARY 4, 2015:(With the Holiday, all materials are due by Noon 
Tomorrow)

l 1:1 With Norm Dong (Greg Treml)

l Childcare Check-in with Denise (Kristi Irvin/Natalie Palugyai)

l Options for Future Benchmarking  (Andrew McMahon/GC)

l Trip Update:  Atlanta (OPE:  Kelly Paisely/Gita Stulberg)

TUESDAY, JANUARY 5, 2016:

l ACTION PLAN:  Strengthening Performance Management to Drive Outcomes (Natalie Palugyai/Autumn 
Jones) 

l Action Plan:  Optimized Workforce (Natalie Palugyai/Autumn Jones)

l Sustainability Update (Andrei Chursov/Kevin Kampschroer)

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 6, 2016:

l End of Year Taping (Daniel Kohns/COMMS)

l Five year Capital Plan: (Michael Kerin)

l PTT Restacking & Phase 2 Plans (Cynthia Metzler/Julie Eubank)

l GSA IT/Cyber Security (Note Prep for PMC Meeting)  (Lesley Briante/David Shive)

l FedScape Check-in (Tony Costa)

THURSDAY, JANUARY 7, 2016:

l Innovators Roundtable (agenda already received from Mat Stier)

l Pepco Merger Discussion (Barry Segal/Steve Sakach)

l Follow-up Discussion OCSIT bi-weekly check-in (Phaedra Chrousos/Andrew McMahon)

l FY15 Sustainability Performance (Andrie Chursov/Jessica Hamilton)

FRIDAY,JANUARY 8, 2016:

l PMC Meeting (David Shive/Lesley Briante)

l EC COMMS LAUNCH (Brett/Teressa)

l ASF Status Report (Emily Waechter)

Thanks,
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:48:33 -0500
From: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFESnuGKKbvcuSOOrxphcmM6Z3U2dpyxN_yvid5Si=2KS_k0fQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f761945f954c07d371dabba920ba4258

Hi all,  
 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
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From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

--

Sam Cho

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator

GSA Office of the Administrator
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:03:59 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" 
<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Michael Gelber 
- PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPG4SyGgRJbP5H+aYgMwqCm9yQkE1=OtJBR58e5gKYS-qLz_iw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 22530eb86c42038ee2587b7ab8b71141

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits. 
 

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
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GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:22:08 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPG4SyE=Z5H-_FL329LaQaT9LETRb8T_aaMQWf3CTpG=B1nrqw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 219a10231b71d61e2e1f0fdc0a10d98b

Updated statement below: 
 

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
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preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:53 -0500
From: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>
To: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD 

<michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, 
Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  Gregg Treml - P 
<gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Anthony Costa 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAE2DtbiBeE8voffw8pcJqSxq8fcvuRpwEQ4NAn1t0pLhYc372A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d1a9f3d0e1b1d8fc46b80bbe2b7fb89f

we can use 6126 

___________________

Lisa A. Austin

Associate Administrator

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs

1800 F St., NW

Washington, DC  20415

tel.  202-208-1806

cell:  202-603-5921

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:48 PM, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 
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rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely ignored 

in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:45:06 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
Cc: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P 
<gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CANEWrGEhmgLo3Cc6F0yX4AYxnKQxD+a6+mKt2gm=awVtF55Grg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8a178c62993d038a53ed41d5e1780eef

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite. 
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
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discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.
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Subject: Flagging Pepco blog post (no GSA mention)
Date: Mon, 11 Jan 2016 11:07:48 -0500
From: Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - S <brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Teressa Wykpisz-Lee <teressa.wykpisz-

lee@gsa.gov>, Alice Yates - S <alice.yates@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S 
<lisa.austin@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAO_NsZwzN-OBM7pNFFr2whfh6H9bLSmb1RQbPCjKDfWTJYtB-w@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 159ce5a514d5e1f092fad4448c1b44b8

fya 

Was Pepco's $25M Deal For DC United 
Naming Rights A Case Of 'Pay-To-Play?'

By: Patrick Madden
January 8, 2016

1
comments

DC United

The new stadium for DC United at Buzzards Point would have several streets named for Pepco as part of the $25M deal.

Pepco recently inked a deal with D.C. to pay $25 million for naming rights near the planned soccer stadium 

for DC United. But the timing of the deal -  along with the generous payout and scant details -  have some 

questioning whether it's connected to the controversial merger agreement between the city government and 

the power companies Pepco and Exelon.

For opponents of the proposed merger, like Mike Tidwell of the Chesapeake Climate Action Network, the 

$25 million naming rights deal doesn't add up. He says the agreement is far more generous for the city than 

any other naming rights deal in the country, particularly because Pepco is paying the money upfront. Tidwell 

thinks that's odd, considering the rights are for an area around the stadium, not the stadium itself.

On top of that, he says the agreement was signed around the same time D.C. reached a deal with Pepco 

and Exelon over its nearly $7 billion merger.

PEPCO-EXELON COVERAGE

l D.C. Regulators Reject $6.4 Billion Pepco-Exelon Merger

l 5 Takeaways From The Rejected Pepco-Exelon Merger

l Pump The Brakes On Pepco-Exelon Merger? Public Citizen Joins Chorus

l Environment Back In Spotlight For Hearings On Pepco-Exelon Merger Monday

l How Nonprofits Are Getting Caught Up In Battle Over The Pepco-Exelon Merger
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l Feds Advise Against Pepco-Exelon Merger Unless Better Deal Is Struck

"It's our conclusion that this payment was not about the soccer stadium," says Tidwell. "It was not about 

naming rights to a street next to the soccer stadium, it is a 'pay-to-play' payment that curries favor with the 

mayor and encouraged her to settle with the merger that Pepco wants with Exelon. There's almost no other 

conclusion that you can draw."

The Chesapeake Climate Action Network and the watchdog group Public Citizen are releasing a research 

paper on the sponsorship agreement. They argue that the two-page agreement -  while legal -  is 

unprecedented.

"Why so much money? Why pay completely upfront? Why pay with such a simple contract?" says Tidwell.

Both the D.C. government and the power companies deny any connection between the naming rights deal 

and the merger settlement.

Mike Czin, a spokesman for Mayor Muriel Bowser, says Pepco has been part of the soccer stadium 

negotiations for years -  well before the merger between Pepco and Exelon was proposed.

And Myra Oppel with Pepco says the naming rights agreement isn't related to the merger. The energy 

company has land near the stadium site and development in the area will increase its value.

D.C.’s public service commission is expected to decide whether to approve the merger in the next month or 

two
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:25:03 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <-3763059235526297371@unknownmsgid>
MD5: b2991f901aaa58a99a6c8e6e0d527587

I'm fine if others are.  

Sent from my iPhone 
On Dec 1, 2015, at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone
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On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   
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Subject: Fwd: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 08:59:05 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>

Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve 
Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry 
Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAOf79dQ_drV6FP-J=5bhTSJ7LCJHgEq6+hAsQP9Vz_MsCmeuzQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: e7b3f58abd90d9aac473cba1183017ba
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger. 
 

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:23:49 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" 
<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather 
- Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFBmGyd7a4ALG=FaoxT-oQn31o15Eq-ODHoFeA5kZu2P+xYvHA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 78d1798e37045589d87b9c3c44435187

Looks good. 
 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

- mobile

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov
mailto:teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov
mailto:brett.prather@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comme with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--
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Subject: GSA position proposed memo
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 09:05:16 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CABVpc5-z4TZiZyDZpLZfuOUzC9Dh4LoG1fcdBG6v5Cs=tsLJgQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a261544c054a738d091b4144b7e66352
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

Mark, 
 

Here is the paper we put together at the request of our office to brief GSA about the case and the 
issues we wanted to address in the testimony to be file on November 17.  After we prepared the 
testimony that addressed the issues of concern that affected the federal customer electric rates, a 
decision was made by the leadership that we were not allowed to file the testimony.  Since we don't 
have testimony and questions and the position we recommended in the testimony  we drafted were 
not approve by the agency  we did not have any statement of questions to present on the December 
2nd and December 3rd hearing.  The hearings are public, and it is not mandatory to attend in person 
that is why the commission streams the life via Internet.   We have been following them via Internet 
and taking notes.   Lariza
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 09:49:20 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVZqh0mTTTv1fkFkL_twwFfUAxSnoNjXRLqLcGQFKLaCw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: f5cfd5953599acb7e46d6fedf03322cf
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

Hi, Here is the first draft for your review.  Lariza 

. 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 draft1
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 09:10:45 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3DiMzs4ZuYAco0pjCRjXagrTXhWaYoQtPSJzKcZWCYwQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 5e2adb318362425da7af82a99a3983be
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a.doc 

FYI 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 7:59 AM 
Subject: FC1119 draft1 
To: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 

 
pls see attachment.

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you. 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273
Date: Tue, 26 Jan 2016 16:10:18 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve2kfO8s_3KMLPZA5z7t_cO16ps-j+vPizvQmTODC3bfuQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 64a68a3eb487c3dea68aacb09420c8fd
Attachments: 2016.01.26 GSA FOIA Clarification.docx 

FYI.  FOIA re-request. 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Hyacinth Perrault - H1ABA <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:53 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: Claire O'Donnell - LR <claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, 
Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, D2-OGC <duane.smith@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Travis Lewis - H1ABA <travis.lewis@gsa.gov> 

 

Good Afternoon All,

Please see incoming Clarification Response from Mr. Townsend - it just came in.
__________________________________Hyacinth Perrault

Lead Government Information Specialist

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Requester Service Center

Management & Oversight Division (H1C) 

National Office  | GSA | Office of Administrative Services (H)

1800 F St. NW, Washington, DC 20405

Cell:  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Margaret Townsend <mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:48 PM 
Subject: RE: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: GSA FOIA <gsa.foia@gsa.gov>, "hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov" <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org" <bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org>, Stephanie Kurose 
<SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org> 

Dear FOIA Coordinator,

 

Please find the attached document clarifying GSA’s questions about our FOIA request (GSA No. 
2016-000273), dated December 21, 2015. 

 

As stated in our clarification document, the Center would like to reiterate that some of the requests for 
clarification ask us to provide information that we have no way of knowing, unless we received the 
FOIA records we requested.  We hope that our letter provides the clarification you seek.

 

Thank you,

Margaret

 

 

Margaret E. Townsend

Open Government Staff Attorney | Endangered Species Program 

Center for Biological Diversity 

P.O. Box 11374
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Portland, OR 97211-0374

Office: (971) 717-6409

Fax: (503) 283-5528

mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org 

 

This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged and/or attorney work product for the sole use 
of the intended recipient. Any review, reliance or distribution by others or forwarding without express 
permission is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete 
all copies.

 

 

 

 

From: hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov [mailto:hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov] On Behalf Of GSA FOIA 
Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 2:32 PM 
To: Margaret Townsend 
Cc: GSA FOIA 
Subject: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273

 

Good Afternoon Ms. Townsend: 

 

This email is in response to your U.S. General Services Administration (GSA) Freedom of Information Act 
(FOIA) request (GSA Number 2016-000273), dated December 21, 2015, in which you requested 
documents 

pertaining to the Exelon-Pepco merger. Provided as attached is an Interim Response and Clarification 
Request to your FOIA.   

 

We look forward to your response by February 3, 2016.

Thank you.

 

 

 

Respectfully,

Freedom of Information Act

Requester Service Center

U.S. General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, Northwest, Room 7300

Washington, DC 20405

Toll Free number:(855) 675-FOIA

Fax number:(202) 501-2727

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and any attachments to this email message contain 
confidential information belonging to the sender, which is legally privileged.  The information is 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Mon, 16 Nov 2015 13:16:52 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3c7CApKGBiqX494KOF62+u0aj0J1Tpt905HnkyqVzG=A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 09d6f0fbaac536ea3f0eba68c75d099d
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

Michael, 
 

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273
Date: Wed, 27 Jan 2016 13:19:33 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing - PMA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAPhNve3nS2RpxS+xJqqESAXEJGg0uLoC-mjdy16x-SasELVTVA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 0f18889db0443fa6e80af8796fd0afaa
Attachments: 2016.01.26 GSA FOIA Clarification.docx 

Here it is. 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Hyacinth Perrault - H1ABA <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:53 PM 
Subject: Fwd: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: Claire O'Donnell - LR <claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, 
Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, D2-OGC <duane.smith@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Travis Lewis - H1ABA <travis.lewis@gsa.gov> 

 

Good Afternoon All,

Please see incoming Clarification Response from Mr. Townsend - it just came in.
__________________________________Hyacinth Perrault

Lead Government Information Specialist

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Requester Service Center

Management & Oversight Division (H1C) 

National Office  | GSA | Office of Administrative Services (H)

1800 F St. NW, Washington, DC 20405

Cell:  

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Margaret Townsend <mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 26, 2016 at 3:48 PM 
Subject: RE: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273 
To: GSA FOIA <gsa.foia@gsa.gov>, "hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov" <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org" <bsnape@biologicaldiversity.org>, Stephanie Kurose 
<SKurose@biologicaldiversity.org> 

Dear FOIA Coordinator,

 

Please find the attached document clarifying GSA’s questions about our FOIA request (GSA No. 
2016-000273), dated December 21, 2015. 

 

As stated in our clarification document, the Center would like to reiterate that some of the requests for 
clarification ask us to provide information that we have no way of knowing, unless we received the 
FOIA records we requested.  We hope that our letter provides the clarification you seek.

 

Thank you,

Margaret

 

 

Margaret E. Townsend

Open Government Staff Attorney | Endangered Species Program 

Center for Biological Diversity 

P.O. Box 11374
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Portland, OR 97211-0374

Office: (971) 717-6409

Fax: (503) 283-5528

mtownsend@biologicaldiversity.org 

 

This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged and/or attorney work product for the sole use 
of the intended recipient. Any review, reliance or distribution by others or forwarding without express 
permission is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete 
all copies.

 

 

 

 

From: hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov [mailto:hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov] On Behalf Of GSA FOIA 
Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 2:32 PM 
To: Margaret Townsend 
Cc: GSA FOIA 
Subject: Interim Response & Clarification Request Re: GSA FOIA 2016-000273

 

Good Afternoon Ms. Townsend: 

 

This email is in response to your U.S. General Services Administration (GSA) Freedom of Information Act 
(FOIA) request (GSA Number 2016-000273), dated December 21, 2015, in which you requested 
documents 

pertaining to the Exelon-Pepco merger. Provided as attached is an Interim Response and Clarification 
Request to your FOIA.   

 

We look forward to your response by February 3, 2016.

Thank you.

 

 

 

Respectfully,

Freedom of Information Act

Requester Service Center

U.S. General Services Administration 

1800 F Street, Northwest, Room 7300

Washington, DC 20405

Toll Free number:(855) 675-FOIA

Fax number:(202) 501-2727

 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email message and any attachments to this email message contain 
confidential information belonging to the sender, which is legally privileged.  The information is 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: For today's 9 am meeting
Date: Thu, 29 Oct 2015 06:57:39 -0400
From: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: stephen.sakach@gsa.gov, Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Cc: Kenneth Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CABVpc59iF-mDdz4PV+oZNrjw=J5Y+XAqy87j2fx_povaTP_OiA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: aa76c3b084c836944c4514f6e528906a
Attachments: FC 1119 GSA position proposed Exelon merger settlement Oct 25 2015-dg1.doc 

Attached is the  Economic Impact analysis for your review.  Lariza  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: revisions
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:33 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 

<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>,  Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVdsa9707bY1+jd3TmwxEjqnLXjZBmJ3Qf_mkfHbiOhOA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 5d1e28afebd3df40028fa9c355ecc686
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt9a.doc 

Michael,  here is the latest version.  

 

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:12:23 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA 
<mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve2FAqQ+uTCKfLn0iBDu9EQ2tjbSoEikvvjzhS7kb+WEDA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 60b534a4f996742e1ece3173ff702bf8
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Michael, 
 

Attached is the final version of the testimony per suggested revisions.  See Page 15 for revised 
statement on microgrids.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--
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--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

--

Sam Cho

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator

GSA Office of the Administrator

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to government and the 
American people."

Learn more about GSA
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: FC1119 final
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 17:55:43 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>
Cc: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Kenneth Shutika - PMAA 

<ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC5dbiVuUWDFd6YraaezOQ7+gmR=8TFmDSGCdUf_fgUf2Q12Kw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a7657b054189e0a9d2ef662dbb6b9197
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Steve,  attached is the final draft of the testimony  we were going to file today on behalf of GSA on FC 
1119.  We were waiting on final approval to file and Michael informed us that it was a no go.  We had a 
meeting with Michael Gelbert around 5 :10  and  he explained  the reasons.  He did a good job but 
ultimately it is then agency's decision.  We appreciate all the support we got through this process.  
Regards Lariza 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Dennis Goins <
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2015 
Subject: FC1119 final 
To: Leonard Lucas <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Ken Shutika <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>, Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov> 

pls see attachment 

  
Dennis Goins 
Potomac Management Group 
P.O. Box 30225 
Alexandria, VA  22310-8225 
Phone: 

  
This e-mail may contain confidential or privileged information.  If you are not the intended recipient, please advise 

by reply e-mail and delete immediately without reading or forwarding to others.  Thank you.

--

Lariza Sepulveda
Energy Division
GSA Central Office
1800 F Street NW
Washington, DC 20010
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 16:08:11 -0500
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM 

<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - 
LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>,  Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - 
PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPhNve3E2_oGVmiKjROXcyQ4yE5Mavt0gkq=B0kRgTMv-90azg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2905fc3eb325f94459952c5209fd6937
Attachments: GSA _Initial Comments Re FC1130 Order17192-2015-08-31-final (2).pdf ; MEDSISKick-

OffGSAPresentationOct (1).pptx 

Michael, 
 

We are revising the testimony per instructions on microgrids.  We should have it any minute.  We had 
to clarify comments with our rate consultant expert.  Part of our statement will include a reference to 
GSA's previous comments and presentation to the Commission on FC1130 on the future of DC's energy 
systems in the past few months.  GSA has recommended that barriers to microgrids be removed and 
policies in support of microgrids should be developed.  So GSA is on record as being supportive of 
microgrids in Washington, DC.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
mailto:mark.ewing@gsa.gov
mailto:stephen.sakach@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

--

Sam Cho

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator

GSA Office of the Administrator

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to government and the 
American people."

Learn more about GSA
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: NEW FOIA: GSA-2016-000273
Date: Wed, 23 Dec 2015 10:57:38 -0500
From: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
To: "Claire O'Donnell - LR" <claire.l.odonnell@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR 

<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CAC_4wKNBXVyKYRUp-8bfXMAgPYX0kRVpm-Em4DwT7hYOgxF1Zw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ba0dcba37b2b9d84d71f58a11f967a3c
Attachments: 000273 - Request to GSA re Exelon-Pepco Merger.pdf 

Claire/Leonard, 
 

Please see attached FOIA regarding GSA's action with the merger.

Very broad request and potentially broad group of GSA associates who might be involved.

Ken and I would like to meet to discuss response at your convenience.  Not sure how to respond to 
something as encompassing as this request.

Mark 

Mark

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Duane Fulton - H1ABA <duane.fulton@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Dec 21, 2015 at 10:26 AM 
Subject: Fwd: NEW FOIA: GSA-2016-000273 
To: Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Hyacinth Perrault - H1ABA <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov>, Travis Lewis - H1ABA 
<travis.lewis@gsa.gov>, Angie Coutain - P <angeletta.coutain@gsa.gov> 

Good morning Mark - We received a FOIA request from the Center for Biological Diversity requesting 
information concerning GSA's involvement in the Pepco-Excelon Merger (see attached for the request 
details).  According to Angie Coutain, this FOIA belongs to the PBS Facilities Management, Energy 
Division. The details of the new request is as follows:

 FOIA  #:  GSA-2016-000273
REQUESTER:  Margaret Townsend (Center for Biological Diversity)
DUE DATE: 01/21/2016
DESCRIPTION:   "Please see attached FOIA request PDF for description of requested 
records."  

I spoke to a GSA Attorney
 who is  involved in this issue and he gave me the
 name of his POC:  Shutika, Kenneth (PMAA) Energy Management Specialist, Energy 
Division (202-260-9713).  



If you have any questions, your POC for this action is myself of Hyacinth Perrault. Thanks.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

From: Angie Coutain - P <angeletta.coutain@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Dec 21, 2015 at 10:12 AM 
Subject: Re: NEW FOIA: GSA-2016-000273 
To: Duane Fulton - H1ABA <duane.fulton@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Hyacinth Perrault - H1ABA <hyacinth.perrault@gsa.gov>, Travis Lewis - H1ABA 
<travis.lewis@gsa.gov> 

Good Morning Duane,

Yes, this belongs to Facilities Management. I would also include Mark Ewing on the request as 
well. 

Thank you 

Angeletta Coutain
Director, Executive Response Management 

Office of the PBS Commissioner 
U.S. General Services Administration 
1800 F St. NW
Washington, DC 20405(202) 219-1747 - Office

- Cellphone  

On Mon, Dec 21, 2015 at 8:41 AM, Duane Fulton - H1ABA <duane.fulton@gsa.gov> wrote:

Good morning Angie - Here is a new FOIA I believe belongs to PBS (Energy Division).  The 
details of the new request is as follows:

 FOIA  #:  GSA-2016-000273
REQUESTER:  Margaret Townsend (Center for Biological Diversity)
DUE DATE: 01/21/2016
DESCRIPTION:   "Please see attached FOIA request PDF for description of requested 
records."  The attached request is asking for information concerning GSA's involvement in 
the "Pepco-Excelon Merger."

I spoke to a GSA Attorney involved in this issue and he gave me the following POC:  Shutika, 
Kenneth (PMAA) Energy Management Specialist, Energy Division (202-260-9713).  

Let me and Hyacinth know if you have any questions.  Thanks.

     --

Duane Fulton

Senior Program Analyst
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Branch (H1C)
Office of Administrative Services (H)
U.S. General Services Administration
1800 F St. NW, Washington, DC 20405

(BB)      
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_mark.ewing@gsa.gov_0

--

Duane Fulton

Senior Program Analyst
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Branch (H1C)
Office of Administrative Services (H)
U.S. General Services Administration
1800 F St. NW, Washington, DC 20405

(BB)      

--

Mark Ewing, CEM

Director

Energy Division

PBS/FMSP

Office  (202) 708-9296

Cell  
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Fwd: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Thu, 3 Dec 2015 12:40:16 -0500
From: Lariza Sepulveda <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>
To: Mark Ewing <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>
Message-ID: <CABVpc58keWEESrtbTaMmVMp_yJZRV3avooFdSTsW13-uOuUxPw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: a02dbda7587c862fc5a388aaf580136d
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt-w aff.pdf 

Mark,  attached is one of the final drafts.  Lariza
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 4:12 PM 
Subject: Re: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Leonard Lucas - LR <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, 
Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Tony Costa - AG 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 

 

Michael,

Attached is the final version of the testimony per suggested revisions.  See Page 15 for revised 
statement on microgrids.

Ken Shutika

GSA 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:52 PM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please call in.

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: "Sam Cho - AD" <sae.cho@gsa.gov> 
Date: Nov 17, 2015 2:48 PM 
Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: "Adam Neufeld - AD" <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> 
Cc: "Michael Gelber - PD" <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, "Reginald Cardozo - AC" 
<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, "Lisa Austin - S" <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, "Nathaniel Denny - S" 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "Brett Prather - Z" <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, "Norm Dong - P" 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, "Gregg Treml - P" <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, "Steve Sakach - PM" 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, "Anthony Costa" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>, "Barry Segal - LR" 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov> 

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 
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--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

--

Sam Cho

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator

GSA Office of the Administrator

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to government and the 
American people."

Learn more about GSA
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Folder: GSA-2016-000273_norman.dong@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:25:03 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <-3763059235526297371@unknownmsgid>
MD5: c1176d0b5503fd23aba84c72c1577052

I'm fine if others are.  

Sent from my iPhone 
On Dec 1, 2015, at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone
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On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:22:08 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPG4SyE=Z5H-_FL329LaQaT9LETRb8T_aaMQWf3CTpG=B1nrqw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3ab84214d838990d46d287e7e434a295

Updated statement below: 
 

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
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preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:53 -0500
From: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>
To: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD 

<michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, 
Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  Gregg Treml - P 
<gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Anthony Costa 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAE2DtbiBeE8voffw8pcJqSxq8fcvuRpwEQ4NAn1t0pLhYc372A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: faa166fe8164d29c6dbb13aa15216aba

we can use 6126 

___________________

Lisa A. Austin

Associate Administrator

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs

1800 F St., NW

Washington, DC  20415

tel.  202-208-1806

cell:  202-603-5921

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:48 PM, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 
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rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely ignored 

in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:03:59 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" 
<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, "tony.costa@gsa.gov" <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Michael Gelber 
- PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPG4SyGgRJbP5H+aYgMwqCm9yQkE1=OtJBR58e5gKYS-qLz_iw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 92b43444593ccb19d5a1d2212ebd3913

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits. 
 

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
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GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:45:06 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
Cc: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P 
<gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CANEWrGEhmgLo3Cc6F0yX4AYxnKQxD+a6+mKt2gm=awVtF55Grg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 3bf805e9d36728cf4cc1a4b40f1eeabe

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite. 
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
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discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:48:33 -0500
From: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFESnuGKKbvcuSOOrxphcmM6Z3U2dpyxN_yvid5Si=2KS_k0fQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 991f6693136795ee16bd7f304d675905

Hi all,  
 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
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From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

--

Sam Cho

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator

GSA Office of the Administrator
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:23:49 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" 
<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather 
- Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFBmGyd7a4ALG=FaoxT-oQn31o15Eq-ODHoFeA5kZu2P+xYvHA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 50eeab2976d6e60c4af31298459585de

Looks good. 
 

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

- mobile

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:
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Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--
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Subject: Fwd: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 08:59:05 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>

Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve 
Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry 
Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAOf79dQ_drV6FP-J=5bhTSJ7LCJHgEq6+hAsQP9Vz_MsCmeuzQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 10c0505d38f2e100d1ea7dceaf5a6b5d
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger. 
 

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:22:08 -0500
From: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAPG4SyE=Z5H-_FL329LaQaT9LETRb8T_aaMQWf3CTpG=B1nrqw@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 2a46397e06d569f2ff87bbb03b83a802

Updated statement below: 
 

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
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preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration  
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:48:33 -0500
From: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
Cc: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P 
<norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM 
<stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR 
<barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFESnuGKKbvcuSOOrxphcmM6Z3U2dpyxN_yvid5Si=2KS_k0fQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 88062aa0a511cdfbad17abff11103576

Hi all,  
 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
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From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.

--

Sam Cho

Special Assistant to the Deputy Administrator

GSA Office of the Administrator
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Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:53:53 -0500
From: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>
To: Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD 

<michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, 
Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  Gregg Treml - P 
<gregg.treml@gsa.gov>, Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>,  Anthony Costa 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAE2DtbiBeE8voffw8pcJqSxq8fcvuRpwEQ4NAn1t0pLhYc372A@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 8cc1c986f9896e33906a7f5bfdbf5b52

we can use 6126 

___________________

Lisa A. Austin

Associate Administrator

Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs

1800 F St., NW

Washington, DC  20415

tel.  202-208-1806

cell:  202-603-5921

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:48 PM, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov> wrote:

Hi all, 

I sent a calendar invite but the conference line number is: 

 

Thanks~ 
-Sam 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 2:45 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite.

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 
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rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely ignored 

in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

 
(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) (6)

mailto:ken.shutika@gsa.gov
mailto:michael.gelber@gsa.gov
mailto:lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov
mailto:mark.ewing@gsa.gov
mailto:stephen.sakach@gsa.gov
HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
None set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
MigrationNone set by HyacinthPerrault

HyacinthPerrault
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by HyacinthPerrault



Folder: GSA-2016-000273_reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov_0

Subject: Re: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 14:45:06 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>, Sam Cho - AD <sae.cho@gsa.gov>
Cc: Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>,  Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P 
<gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CANEWrGEhmgLo3Cc6F0yX4AYxnKQxD+a6+mKt2gm=awVtF55Grg@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: d9c5873bbf7aa7a676ebd517089dfd66

Can folks convene on a dial in in 5 mins please? Sam can you set up invite. 
 

On Tue, Nov 17, 2015 at 8:59 AM, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> wrote:

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger.

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
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discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
payers.  

Ken Shutika

GSA 

--

--

Adam Neufeld 

Deputy Administrator 

General Services Administration 

O: 202-501-0800

"GSA's mission is to deliver the best value in real estate, acquisition, and technology services to 
government and the American people."
Learn more about GSA.
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:25:03 -0500
From: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  

"kamara.jones@gsa.gov" <kamara.jones@gsa.gov>, "john.tobey@gsa.gov" 
<john.tobey@gsa.gov>,  "norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, 
"leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" <leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>,  "tony.costa@gsa.gov" 
<tony.costa@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z 
<brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <-3763059235526297371@unknownmsgid>
MD5: 547232f52ee9c12b68b59282c39be68d

I'm fine if others are.  

Sent from my iPhone 
On Dec 1, 2015, at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote: 

 

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:

Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone
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On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   

--

Teressa Wykpisz-Lee

Deputy Associate Administrator for the Office of Communications and Marketing

General Services Administration   
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Subject: Fwd: Draft PEPCO merger testimony
Date: Tue, 17 Nov 2015 08:59:05 -0500
From: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>
To: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC 

<reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>,  Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>, Nathaniel Denny - S 
<nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>

Cc: Norm Dong - P <norman.dong@gsa.gov>, Gregg Treml - P <gregg.treml@gsa.gov>,  Steve 
Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov>, Anthony Costa <tony.costa@gsa.gov>,  Barry 
Segal - LR <barry.segal@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAOf79dQ_drV6FP-J=5bhTSJ7LCJHgEq6+hAsQP9Vz_MsCmeuzQ@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: 7b7cbd7413573ab29e67aea556f7866b
Attachments: GSA_DGoins_Pepco 2015_FC1119_dt5a kms edits.doc 

GSA plans to submit the attached document today (Tuesday, 11/17/2015) to the DC Public Service 
Commission regarding the proposed PEPCO-Exelon merger. 
 

The key text is on pages 8-9:

"What do you recommend on the basis of these conclusions? 

A.        I recommend that the Commission: 

1.    Reject the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

2.    Approve the Settlement Agreement only if the Joint Applicants and Settling Parties agree to amend it to 

include the following conditions: 

n    Two-year freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning January 1, 2016- that is, no base 

rate change before January 1, 2018.  This commitment would not affect the size or distribution of the $72.8 

million CIF, nor would it have any effect on the residential rate freeze through March 31, 2019.  However, 

this new commitment would provide a direct benefit to non-residential customers that are completely 

ignored in the Settlement Agreement as filed. 

n    Limit Pepco’s total cost recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC Government microgrid pilot 

projects contemplated under terms of the Settlement Agreement ¶ 128, which provides no indication of the 

potential microgrid cost exposure for ratepayers.  The $5 million cap is an arbitrary but necessary limit on 

the financial exposure of ratepayers in the absence of any settlement parameters that provide comparable 

ratepayer protections.  Leaving the cost uncapped creates an unacceptable risk for ratepayers- particularly 

non-residential customers that already pay excessively high distribution base rates."  

Please let me know if you would like to discuss.

 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Kenneth Shutika - PMAA <ken.shutika@gsa.gov>
Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 at 1:16 PM 
Subject: Draft PEPCO merger testimony 
To: Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov> 
Cc: Lariza Sepulveda - PMAA <lariza.sepulveda@gsa.gov>, Mark Ewing - PMAA <mark.ewing@gsa.gov>, 
Steve Sakach - PM <stephen.sakach@gsa.gov> 

Michael,

Following up on a conversation you had with Steve Sakach on Friday, attached is the draft testimony on 
the proposed merger settlement agreement.  Other than from 1:30 - 2:30, I am available to meet to 
discuss with you.  

We have recommended that the Commission expand rate protections to include 2 2 year rate freeze 
for all customers and to place a limit on micro grid project costs that may be passed on to all rate 
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Subject: Re: WashPost request
Date: Tue, 1 Dec 2015 17:23:49 -0500
From: Tony Costa - AG <tony.costa@gsa.gov>
To: Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov>
Cc: Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov>, Lisa Austin - S <lisa.austin@gsa.gov>,  

Nathaniel Denny - S <nathaniel.denny@gsa.gov>, "kamara.jones@gsa.gov" 
<kamara.jones@gsa.gov>,  "john.tobey@gsa.gov" <john.tobey@gsa.gov>, 
"norman.dong@gsa.gov" <norman.dong@gsa.gov>,  "leonard.lucas@gsa.gov" 
<leonard.lucas@gsa.gov>, Michael Gelber - PD <michael.gelber@gsa.gov>,  Brett Prather 
- Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov>, Reginald Cardozo - AC <reginald.cardozo@gsa.gov>

Message-ID: <CAFBmGyd7a4ALG=FaoxT-oQn31o15Eq-ODHoFeA5kZu2P+xYvHA@mail.gmail.com>
MD5: ba5d2957b08d7f82e6fdf7d2b39b41f7

Looks good.

Tony Costa

Senior Advisor to the Administrator

FedScape Project

U.S. General Services Administration

- mobile

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:22 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Updated statement below:

On background, GSA does not have a position on the deal. The two issues we examined were related to 
the freeze of distribution base rates and limit to microgrid pilot projects contemplated under terms of 
the settlement agreement 128.

Ultimately we felt we could provide feedback through other means.

On Tue, Dec 1, 2015 at 5:03 PM, Teressa Wykpisz-Lee - ZB <teressa.wykpisz-lee@gsa.gov> wrote:

Please see the background statement below and let me know if there are any edits.

On background, GSA was neither for or against the deal. The two issues we had were around a two year 
freeze of distribution base rates for all customers beginning Jan 1, 2016 and limiting Pepco's total cost 
recovery to $5 million for the four or more DC government microgrid pilot projects contemplated under 
terms of the settlement agreement 128.

As there are other venues we could voice our concerns, we ultimately chose not to comment.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 6:14 PM, Brett Prather - Z <brett.prather@gsa.gov> wrote:
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Thanks all. We are working on this. FYI, the reporter also called the Commissioner's line. Gregg 
answered and directed it our way.

On Mon, Nov 30, 2015 at 3:19 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote:

Oops. Looping in OCIA and gelber. Can OCM  or OCIA get a draft response by mid day tomorrow? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:35 PM, Adam Neufeld - AD <adam.neufeld@gsa.gov> wrote: 

Can you all work on a draft response? 

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 30, 2015, at 2:19 PM, Davis, Aaron <aaron.davis@washpost.com> wrote: 

 

Hi all, my name is Aaron Davis, I’m a reporter at The Washington Post. I’m working on an article in 
preparation for the D.C. Public Service Commission hearing scheduled for Wednesday on the Pepco-
Exelon merger. I want to explore why GSA appears to be in favor (or at least, not opposed) to the Pepco-
Exelon merger at this point, having filed no comments with the PSC by this month’s deadline.

 

Tommy Wells, the District’s director of energy and environment, said he spoke with Adam about this 
issue, that he understood GSA was debating whether to file a motion, and then received word from 
Adam on the day of the deadline that the agency would not do so.  Wells also said he spoke with Tony 
Costa about microgrids last week, an element mentioned in the settlement agreement, and that he had 
discussed them previously with Tony and knew he wanted to advance that technology.

 

Questions: Why did GSA not file in the case after previously expressing criticism of the fast-tracked 
review of the settlement urged by the D.C. mayor’s office? Once the case was reopened, how was that 
decision to not file reached? From Wells, I gather that he understood a motion could have been filed by 
GSA on the day of the deadline, Had GSA prepared a motion to file? Was it in opposition to the merger? 
Did it make specific requests? What did Wells offer that addressed GSA’s concerns? Was the issue of a 
GSA microgrid a factor in the agency not filing a motion? If so, why, what benefit would such a project 
bring to the agency/taxpayers?

 

I am hoping that some combination of the group cc’d on this e-mail could discuss this topic with me this 
afternoon or tomorrow morning.

 

Thank you,

Aaron

 

 

 

Aaron C. Davis
The Washington Post
Mobile: 

Office: 202.334.9599

Twitter: 

 

--
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